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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mrs. TAUSCHER).

————

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
September 25, 2008.

I hereby appoint the Honorable ELLEN O.
TAUSCHER to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

——————

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

Lord, Your Divine Providence has in-
spired people to seek elected office and
serve the public. Still others come as
volunteers or become staffers who find
work in government. Most come be-
cause they wish to make a difference.
The desire You place in their hearts
moves them beyond self to help shape a
better America and recreate the face of
the Earth along the ideals and hopes of
Your kingdom.

Not content to simply ‘‘go through
the motions’ or ‘‘settle for the status
quo,” they are restless to seek for
something better, something greater
for the American people as a whole.

Such patriots make themselves
greater by pursuing something greater
than self, by listening to others. They
step into the forces of contradictory
causes, try to reconcile differences,
find the common ground, and make
unity amidst diversity a living reality
day by day.

We praise You, Lord, for those who
offer their minds and their hearts, as
well as the work of their hands, to
make government of the people work
for the people. Their dedication and ef-

forts move us as Americans to bless
and thank You, now and forever.
Amen.

————
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House her approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. SAM JOHN-
SON) come forward and lead the House
in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas led the
Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed without
amendment a bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R. 6370. An act to transfer excess Federal
property administered by the Coast Guard to
the Confederated Tribes of the Coos, Lower
Umpqua, and Siuslaw Indians.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed with an amendment
in which the concurrence of the House
is requested, a bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R. 928. An act to amend the Inspector
General Act of 1978 to enhance the independ-
ence of the Inspectors General, to create a
Council of the Inspectors General on Integ-
rity and Efficiency, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed bills of the following
titles in which the concurrence of the
House is requested:

S. 2840. An act to establish a liaison with
the Federal Bureau of Investigation in
United States Citizenship and Immigration
Services to expedite naturalization applica-
tions filed by members of the Armed Forces
and to establish a deadline for processing
such applications.

S. 3550. An act to designate a portion of the
Rappahannock River in the Commonwealth
of Virginia as the ‘““John W. Warner Rapids”’.

——————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to 10 requests
for 1-minute speeches on each side of
the aisle.

——————

HUMAN RIGHTS SITUATION
DETERIORATING IN VIETNAM

(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute and
to revise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Madam Speaker, I rise today to
bring urgent attention to the deterio-
rating human rights conditions in the
country of Vietnam.

Most recently, Vietnamese students
and bloggers have been harassed and
detained for peacefully voicing their
concerns about the Vietnamese govern-
ment’s policies. It is becoming increas-
ingly evident that the Government of
Vietnam is not living up to its commit-
ment to honor and to protect human
rights.

This month, over 3,000 Vietnamese
Catholics were harassed by Hanoi’s po-
lice with tear gas, electric batons and
other repressive measures while at-
tending a peaceful Thai Ha prayer
vigil. We are continuing to see more
and more activists being detained and
imprisoned for exercising their freedom
of speech, religion and expression,
rights that are guaranteed under the
International Covenants on Civil and
Political Rights.
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This week, I, along with six other
Members, sent a letter to President
Nguyen Minh Triet to express outrage
over Vietnam’s ongoing human rights
violations, and to urge the Government
of Vietnam to stop using violence
against its own people.

I encourage my colleagues to con-
tinue addressing this serious issue and
speaking out for those in Vietnam who
are putting their lives in danger in the
name of freedom.

——————

TAXPAYERS DESERVE ANSWERS
AND ACCOUNTABILITY ON WALL
STREET BAILOUT

(Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Madam
Speaker, the news on this Wall Street
bailout has me fuming. Taxpayers
want, need, and deserve answers and
accountability. The Treasury Sec-
retary should not have the authority to
spend $700 billion with zero oversight.

Meanwhile, a provision in the bill
says that banks that bought Fannie
Mae and Freddie Mac preferred stock
get better tax treatment than an indi-
vidual who bought preferred stock.
That is wrong. Why shouldn’t banks be
held responsible for their mistakes?

I am not sure this is the best way to
fix the problem. We need to discuss se-
rious alternatives before we ask Ameri-
cans to shoulder billions in additional
debt.

Hundreds of my constituents have
called outraged at this Wall Street res-
cue. They want to know when we are
going to bail them out.

I am outraged too. Taxpayers deserve
better from America.

REJECT FUNDING FOR ABSTI-
NENCE-ONLY EDUCATION PRO-
GRAMS

(Mrs. CAPPS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. CAPPS. Madam Speaker, 750,000
American teenagers will become preg-
nant this year. This is clear evidence of
a serious problem in our country. Ac-
cording to the National Campaign to
Prevent Teen and Unplanned Preg-
nancy, teen parents are less likely to
complete their education and more
likely to depend on welfare.

Unfortunately, for the last several
years the Bush administration has in-
sisted we waste money on abstinence-
only education programs that the GAO
has deemed ineffective. In fact, a Uni-
versity of Washington study revealed
that students who receive comprehen-
sive sex education are less likely to be-
come teen parents than those who re-
ceive abstinence-only information.

Not surprisingly, my home State of
California, which rejects title V absti-
nence-only funding, has a teen birth
rate that is lower than the national av-
erage.
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Madam Speaker, we need to teach
our children commonsense decision-
making skills and not withhold vitally
important health information from
them. I urge my colleagues to join me
in rejecting any future funding for ab-
stinence-only education. Instead, let’s
spend it where we will see real results.

———

A SHOOT-FROM-THE-HIP DECISION?

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, they tell
us that we are facing financial Arma-
geddon. They tell us we must buy our
way out of this. They tell us we must
act now or the country will fall into
the abyss.

The plan? A $700 billion bailout will
be given to the very people who are re-
sponsible for this financial mess: Wall
Street money grabbers. And to top it
off, the idea for this bailout is from the
same financial schemers who them-
selves are responsible for this chaos.

We in Congress have to resolve three
issues first: What is the problem? What
caused the problem? And what is the
solution?

We are still debating what the prob-
lem is and what caused it. Until we fig-
ure that out, we should not come up
with a shoot-from-the-hip, quick-draw
decision on what to do.

We have spent more time in congres-
sional hearings on steroids in baseball
than we have in discussing this $700 bil-
lion ripoff of the American people.

Before we strong-arm American citi-
zens into paying for the sins of New
York City financial markets, we need
to do more investigation. Then we can
come up with the right thing to do and
make sound judgments—sound judg-
ments that the so-called experts from
Wall Street don’t make.

And that’s just the way it is.

———

SERGEANT RAFAEL PERALTA, AN
IMMIGRANT AND A TRUE AMER-
ICAN HERO

(Mr. BACA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. BACA. Madam Speaker, I stand
here to honor a true American hero,
Sergeant Rafael Peralta, an immigrant
that made the ultimate sacrifice for
this country, using his body as a shield
to protect his fellow marines from a
grenade blast.

Peralta’s story is an example of the
heroes that love this Nation. For his
disregard of personal safety and her-
oism, his commander recommended
him to be awarded the Medal of Honor.
This was not the case. Sergeant
Peralta was awarded the Navy Cross,
which is also an extraordinary feat.

However, his sacrifice merits that of
the Medal of Honor. That is why I have
joined my colleagues in asking the
President to review this case.

Sergeant Peralta is a true example of
how much many immigrants in Amer-
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ica love this country. No one can deny
Peralta’s love for this country, having
joined the United States Marine Corps
right after becoming a legal permanent
resident.

Recognizing the sacrifice of Peralta,
America cannot turn her back on im-
migrants.

I urge my colleagues to support com-
prehensive immigration reform.

———

WE NEED A CAUTIOUS AND
COMPETENT APPROACH

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina.
Madam Speaker, hardworking Ameri-
cans understand that our Nation’s fi-
nancial markets are very fragile. The
American people are rightfully con-
cerned when they see a $700 billion
price tag on a plan to address this cri-
sis. They are hesitant to give the Fed-
eral Government an extraordinarily
large amount of taxpayer dollars, espe-
cially before the right questions and
the right concerns have been given
their due process.

This Nation has a long history of bal-
ancing the needs of a market economy
and the realities of government in-
volvement in those markets. We have
weathered our fair share of storms as
well. Before Congress endorses a multi-
billion dollar effort to address our fi-
nancial situation, it would serve this
Nation and the wallets of those we rep-
resent not to forget that history.

We need a full review of different al-
ternatives to a simple bailout. Other-
wise, we risk placing a daunting finan-
cial burden on our children’s futures.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th.

————

TAXPAYERS BEING ASKED TO PAY
FOR A GRAND OLD PARTY ON
WALL STREET

(Mr. DOGGETT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. DOGGETT. Madam Speaker, in
somber terms last night, President
Bush described a crisis as if it had
emerged on Wall Street from outer
space. Never accepting any personal re-
sponsibility, this is the man who
chased the sheriff off Wall Street while
it had a party, a grand old party.

That infamous Republican earmark,
that Bridge to Nowhere up in Alaska,
it carried a hefty price tag, $223 mil-
lion. Well, what President Bush is now
asking Americans to do is to pay for
the equivalent of 4,500 Alaskan bridges,
a $1 trillion gold-plated, diamond-en-
crusted bridge to Wall Street.

And our job here in Congress is to
ask, is this just another Bridge to No-
where, and ask why is it that the
party-goers don’t have to pay for the
party? Why should American taxpayers
and future generations of Americans
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have their future mortgaged to pay for
a party they never participated in?

MEDIA SHOULD PROVIDE
BALANCED ELECTION COVERAGE

(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, it is not easy to find a news maga-
zine without either Senator OBAMA on
the cover or gratuitous attacks on Sen-
ator MCCAIN and Governor Palin in its
articles. For example, Newsweek maga-
zine this week published an article sug-
gesting that Governor Palin’s faith in
God makes her less qualified to be Vice
President. That is an amazing lack of
grace.

This marks the latest shot fired in
the media’s all-out assault on Governor
Palin’s campaign to become America’s
first woman Vice President. No wonder
Americans, by a 10-to-1 margin, believe
the media are trying to hurt Governor
Palin, according to a Rasmussen poll.

Newsweek is the same magazine that
has featured Senator OBAMA on its
cover six times this year, compared to
only three times for Senator MCCAIN.

Americans need balanced coverage
during this election, and should de-
mand that the media provide it.

SECRETARY PAULSON’S SOLUTION
TO THE URGENT FINANCIAL CRI-
SIS IS WRONG

(Mr. HOLT asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HOLT. Madam Speaker, Sec-
retary Paulson’s solution to the urgent
financial crisis is wrong. The problem
is that the financial institutions have
been trading securities whose value
they don’t know and can’t know be-
cause bad mortgages are mixed in with
good mortgages in indeterminate
amounts.

For any problem, you should go to
the root in order to solve it. The root
here is that the bad mortgages mixed
with the good mortgages have poisoned
the financial papers. In buying those
papers, the taxpayers won’t Kknow
whether they are getting any value for
their dollar, and neither Paulson nor
the market will be able to determine
the value. So go to the root. Repair the
bad mortgages. It will help Wall Street
and Main Street. It will restore con-
fidence, liquidity and solvency.

There is an antecedent. The Home-
owners Loan Corporation in the 1930s
dealt with a crisis of bad mortgages,
put up $70 billion in today’s dollars and

rescued 1 million homeowners. It
worked.
————
0 1015
LOWERING GAS PRICES, CREATING
JOBS
(Mr. BOUSTANY asked and was

given permission to address the House
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for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BOUSTANY. Madam Speaker, as
I travel across my district, helping
with hurricane recovery, I am proud of
the can-do spirit of the people of south-
west Louisiana. Hurricanes Gustav and
Ike caused amazing damage through-
out my area, but neighbors are helping
neighbors.

These two storms also highlight the
importance of American energy pro-
duction in the Gulf of Mexico. High gas
prices are affecting our food prices, the
economy in general, and people’s pock-
etbooks directly.

Throughout August, I joined my fel-
low House Republicans in urging
Speaker PELOSI to bring Congress back
in session to help American families
struggling with the dramatically high
gas prices, but she refused.

Now we can act. We can increase and
diversify our energy supply, become
less dependent on foreign sources of oil
and create good high-paying American
jobs. Many of these energy jobs are
going overseas, but we can keep them
right here in America.

By harnessing all of America’s vast
resources, we can help Americans in
the short term and into the future.
Let’s do the responsible thing. Let’s
open parts of our deepwater coasts for
energy exploration and pass a com-
prehensive energy bill. Let’s begin to
reduce the price at the pump.

———

WHILE REPUBLICANS WANT MORE
OF THE SAME, DEMOCRATS ARE
WORKING TOWARD CHANGE

(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute.)

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, there is a rea-
son that the American people are de-
manding real change this year. Nearly
8 years ago, this administration inher-
ited a Nation that was well respected
abroad, fiscally sound and economi-
cally stable.

Today, thanks to misguided policies
and arrogance, President Bush has left
our Nation’s security in a more precar-
ious and dangerous position. On the
budget front, President Bush and con-
gressional Republicans have turned a
projected 10-year budget surplus of $5.6
trillion into a projected 10-year deficit
of $3.4 trillion.

On the economic side, home fore-
closures are at record highs, wages are
stagnant. More than 600,000 jobs have
been lost this year alone, and Wall
Street is in crisis thanks to this ad-
ministration looking the other way for
8 years.

The administration is now looking
for a $700 billion recovery package with
absolutely no strings attached. While
they are trying to recast themselves as
the agents of change, we know better.
They have built a record of failure over
the last 8 years, and America cannot
afford more of the same.
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to not engage in per-
sonalities toward the President or the
Vice President.

———

HELPING HOME MEAL DELIVERY
VOLUNTEERS

(Mr. LATTA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LATTA. Madam Speaker, I had
the pleasure of meeting with home de-
livery volunteers in the Fifth Congres-
sional District on Monday to discuss
H.R. 6675, a bill I introduced in July.

H.R. 6675 would increase the standard
deduction for home meal delivery vol-
unteers from the current rate of 14
cents per mile to 58.5 cents per mile.
Home meal delivery programs across
the country are losing volunteers as
the cost of gasoline continues to rise.

This legislation will help retain and
recruit additional volunteers to carry
out this important work. For those
who receive home delivered meals,
these volunteers serve an important
role in delivering meals that provide
needed nourishment, in addition to
boosting the morale and spirit of those
individuals.

As we continue to debate the com-
prehensive energy reform policy in
Congress, we must be aware of the im-
portant contributions volunteers have
on our great country. Volunteer fire-
fighters, civic group leaders, and others
who give so much of their time and re-
sources are what make our community
and our country a great place to live,
work, and raise a family.

——

McCAIN DEREGULATION AGENDA
WOULD BE DISASTROUS FOR
MIDDLE CLASS AMERICANS

(Mr. PAYNE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PAYNE. Madam Speaker, as
Americans everywhere are feeling the
effect of President Bush’s failed eco-
nomic policies, Senator JOHN MCCAIN
has once again demonstrated that if he
wins in November, he will not only
continue those same failed policies, but
he will expand them to the health care
industry.

Just last month, Senator McCAIN, in
an opinion that he wrote, said that the
health insurance market should be run
more like the banking industry has
been during the last decade. Can you
imagine that?

As you can imagine, this would be a
disaster for American families. By cre-
ating a deregulated national market-
place, health insurance companies
could sell plans that lack even the
most basic consumer protections, cre-
ating high out-of-pocket expenses and
allowing insurance companies to break
promises to pay medical bills.
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The latest financial meltdown on
Wall Street highlights the need for a
government to regulate big business.
We need a referee on the field. Not only
does Senator MCCAIN disagree with
that belief, but he wants to take the
referee out of health care, leaving all
Americans to fend for themselves.

That’s not a change the American
people can believe in.

——
THE BAILOUT

(Mrs. BACHMANN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. BACHMANN. Madam Speaker,
over the weekend Secretary Paulson
asked taxpayers to pony up an aston-
ishing $700 billion to buy financial
services sector debt on top of the exist-
ing bailouts that are already imple-
mented this year. All told, that
amounts to an astonishing $1.5 trillion.

Spending at this proportion doesn’t
just impact a fiscal year, it will impact
generations of prosperity. We are told
that the consequences of inaction, even
of deliberative action, will be severe,
but I am concerned that the con-
sequences of hasty action could be just
as dire. I have had hundreds of con-
stituents call my office, as have my
colleagues, over the last 2 days, asking
this question. They are all expressing
skepticism for this plan.

They remain unconvinced, as I re-
main unconvinced, that they will get
much result for their investment. We
should not be in the habit of writing
blank checks. We should not rush to
take action in a week when the con-
sequences could last several lifetimes,
because the forgotten man in all of this
is the everyday American taxpayer.

It’s with them in mind that we
should fully focus on our responsibil-
ities and not rush to judgment because
of an artificial deadline.

————

HUNDREDS OF BILLIONS OF
DOLLARS OF DEFICIT SPENDING

(Mr. INSLEE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. INSLEE. Madam Speaker, listen-
ing to the President last night, I had a
very disturbing sense of déja vu, or ac-
tually, maybe, appropriately, déja voo-
doo.

I remember the situation where the
President said we had this threat to
the country, we had to respond in Iraq.
He then went on to foist hundreds of
billions of dollars of deficit spending in
the Iraq war, without paying one single
dime in a fiscally responsible way to do
it.

Last night he did exactly the same
thing. He attempted to foist some-
where between 200, 500, 700 billion dol-
lars of deficit spending on the Amer-
ican people. When you do deficit spend-
ing, you ultimately put the cost on
middle-income taxpayers in America.
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This President, if he believes this cri-
sis is so bad, needs to come to the
American people and put the cost on
the folks who got us into this predica-
ment, the industry that created this
crisis, not on middle-income taxpayers.

This is fiscal irresponsibility. It will
not stand.

———

WE ARE NOT LEARNING FROM
HISTORY

(Mr. GOHMERT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. GOHMERT. Madam Speaker, we
are told that those who have refused to
learn from history are destined to re-
peat it, and it is true. We are not learn-
ing from history.

I love the President, and I disagree
about Iraq. But last night, the state-
ments that came to a conclusion had
an extremely faulty premise, and that
premise was that the Federal Govern-
ment is the only one that can properly
manage these assets long enough, that
has the patience.

That’s ridiculous. We serve in this
Congress. We can’t even keep the same
incentives in place for a year or two.

China, we just heard, is now telling
its banks, don’t loan to us. They are to-
talitarian, and we should be concerned
about it, but they are moving toward
capitalism. Let the private sector
make its money and pay us tax. We are
moving that way.

This will be the biggest socialist
move in American history, and it
breaks my heart that so many are
thinking maybe this is all we can do.
The Soviet Union lasted 70 years when
they did this type of thing.

We won’t make it that long. I beg
colleagues on both sides, let’s look at
this and not move socialist.

————
DISASTROUS ECONOMIC POLICIES

(Ms. SPEIER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. SPEIER. Madam Speaker, our
President had an opportunity last
night, and he blew it. He could have re-
asserted his leadership by accepting re-
sponsibility for his disastrous policies,
but he took a pass. Instead, he chose to
blame the American people.

Well, Mr. President, the American
people did not spend the last 7% years
deregulating Wall Street. You did. The
American people didn’t spend $12 bil-
lion a month on an unnecessary war.
You did. The American people didn’t
come up with the idea to give tax
breaks to oil companies. You did.

Whatever happens at the White
House today, I can only hope that the
man and the party responsible for this
crisis finally decide to do the right
thing. The American people are for-
giving. It’s time to man up and admit
that your disastrous economic policies
got us into this mess.

Then, as we always do, we can all
work together to repair the damage.
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to direct their re-
marks to the Chair.

———

PRESERVE THE AMERICAN
ECONOMY

(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. COHEN. Madam Speaker, this
first year of Congress for me is about
to end, and the 110th Congress is about
to end. It is important that we come
together on this floor and in this Con-
gress in a bipartisan manner to pre-
serve the American economy.

Whose fault it is—I think the Amer-
ican people know whose fault it is.
There were 6 years of a Republican
President, a Republican Senate, a Re-
publican House, and a lack of regula-
tions and a lack of regard to the eco-
nomic conditions that brought about
this situation, but now is the time to
fix the mess.

Whether you are a first-year Member,
a senior Member, a Democrat or Re-
publican, when you make a mess, you
clean it up. It’s our responsibility to do
it in the proper way with oversight,
with the American taxpayer at the
base of our concerns to make sure we
do it right.

We are in for historic times. The
Democratic Party and the Republican
Party need to come together, and we
need to have a solution to keep Amer-
ica strong.

God bless the United States of Amer-
ica.

——

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF MOTIONS TO SUSPEND THE
RULES

Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, by
direction of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 1491 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1491

Resolved, That it shall be in order at any
time on the legislative day of September 25,
2008, for the Speaker to entertain motions
that the House suspend the rules relating to
the following measures:

(1) The bill (H.R. 928) to amend the Inspec-
tor General Act of 1978 to enhance the inde-
pendence of the Inspectors General, to create
a Council of the Inspectors General on Integ-
rity and Efficiency, and for other purposes.

(2) The bill (S. 2324) to amend the Inspector
General Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.) to en-
hance the Offices of the Inspectors General,
to create a Council of the Inspectors General
on Integrity and Efficiency, and for other
purposes.

(3) The bill (S. 1046) to modify pay provi-
sions relating to certain senior-level posi-
tions in the Federal Government, and for
other purposes.

(4) The bill (H.R. 6045) to amend title I of
the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets
Act of 1968 to extend the authorization of the
Bulletproof Vest Partnership Grant Program
through fiscal year 2012.
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(5) The concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res.
214) expressing the sense of Congress that the
President should grant a posthumous pardon
to John Arthur ‘“‘Jack’ Johnson for the 1913
racially motivated conviction of Johnson,
which diminished his athletic, cultural, and
historic significance, and tarnished his rep-
utation.

(6) The bill (H.R. 4120) to amend title 18,
United States Code, to provide for more ef-
fective prosecution of cases involving child
pornography, and for other purposes.

(7) A bill relating to webcasting.

(8) The bill (H.R. 1777) to amend the Im-
proving America’s Schools Act of 1994 to
make permanent the favorable treatment of
need-based educational aid under the anti-
trust laws.

(9) A bill relating to India nuclear coopera-
tion.

(10) The bill (H.R. 176) to authorize the es-
tablishment of educational exchange and de-
velopment programs for member countries of
the Caribbean Community (CARICOM).

(11) The bill (H.R. 2553) to amend the State
Department Basic Authorities Act of 1956 to
provide for the establishment and mainte-
nance of existing libraries and resource cen-
ters at United States diplomatic and con-
sular missions to provide information about
American culture, society, and history, and
for other purposes.

(12) The bill (H.R. 3202) to amend the For-
eign Service Act of 1980 to extend com-
parability pay adjustments to members of
the Foreign Service assigned to posts abroad,
and to amend the provision relating to the
death gratuity payable to surviving depend-
ents of Foreign Service employees who die as
a result of injuries sustained in the perform-
ance of duty abroad.

(13) The bill (S. 3426) to amend the Foreign
Service Act of 1980 to extend comparability
pay adjustments to members of the Foreign
Service assigned to posts abroad, and to
amend the provision relating to the death
gratuity payable to surviving dependents of
Foreign Service employees who die as a re-
sult of injuries sustained in the performance
of duty abroad.

(14) The bill (S. 3052) to provide for the
transfer of naval vessels to certain foreign
recipients.

(15) The bill (H.R. 2798) to reauthorize the
programs of the Overseas Private Investment
Corporation, and for other purposes.

(16) The bill (H.R. 3887) to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal years 2008 through 2011
for the Trafficking Victims Protection Act
of 2000, to enhance measures to combat traf-
ficking in persons, and for other purposes.

(17) The bill (H.R. 1157) to amend the Pub-
lic Health Service Act to authorize the Di-
rector of the National Institute of Environ-
mental Health Sciences to make grants for
the development and operation of research
centers regarding environmental factors that
may be related to the etiology of breast can-
cer.

(18) The bill (H.R. 6568) to direct the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services to en-
courage research and carry out an edu-
cational campaign with respect to pul-
monary hypertension, and for other pur-
poses.

(19) The bill (H.R. 3232) to establish a non-
profit corporation to communicate United
States entry policies and otherwise promote
tourist, business, and scholarly travel to the
United States.

(20) The bill (H.R. 3402) to require accurate
and reasonable disclosure of the terms and
conditions of prepaid telephone calling cards
and services.

(21) The bill (H.R. 1283) to amend the Pub-
lic Health Service Act to provide for arthri-
tis research and public health, and for other
purposes.
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(22) The bill (S. 1382) to amend the Public
Health Service Act to provide for the estab-
lishment of an Amyotrophic Lateral Scle-
rosis Registry.

(23) The bill (S. 1810) to amend the Public
Health Service Act to increase the provision
of scientifically sound information and sup-
port services to patients receiving a positive
test diagnosis for Down syndrome or other
prenatally and postnatally diagnosed condi-
tions.

(24) The bill (S. 2932) to amend the Public
Health Service Act to reauthorize the poison
center national toll-free number, national
media campaign, and grant program to pro-
vide assistance for poison prevention, sus-
tain the funding of poison centers, and en-
hance the public health of people of the
United States.

(25) The bill (H.R. 1343) to amend the Pub-
lic Health Service Act to provide additional
authorizations of appropriations for the
health centers program under section 330 of
such Act, and for other purposes.

(26) The bill (S. 901) to amend the Public
Health Service Act to reauthorize the Com-
munity Health Centers program, the Na-
tional Health Service Corps, and rural health
care programs.

(27) The bill (H.R. 477) to amend the Public
Health Service Act to strengthen education,
prevention, and treatment programs relating
to stroke, and for other purposes.

(28) The bill (S. 999) to amend the Public
Health Service Act to improve stroke pre-
vention, diagnosis, treatment, and rehabili-
tation.

(29) The bill (H.R. 507) to establish a grant
program to provide vision care to children,
and for other purposes.

(30) The bill (S. 1117) to establish a grant
program to provide vision care to children,
and for other purposes.

(31) The bill (H.R. 545) to amend the Omni-
bus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of
1968 to clarify that territories and Indian
tribes are eligible to receive grants for con-
fronting the use of methamphetamine.

(32) The bill (S. 85) to amend the Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 to
clarify that territories and Indian tribes are
eligible to receive grants for confronting the
use of methamphetamine.

(33) The bill (S. 267) to amend the Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 to
clarify that territories and Indian tribes are
eligible to receive grants for confronting the
use of methamphetamine.

(34) The bill (H.R. 970) to amend the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act with re-
spect to the distribution of the drug
dextromethorphan, and for other purposes.

(35) The bill (S. 1378) to amend the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act with respect
to the distribution of the drug
dextromethorphan, and for other purposes.

(36) The bill (S. 3549) to amend title XIX of
the Social Security Act to provide additional
funds for the qualifying individual (QI) pro-
gram, and for other purposes.

(37) The bill (S. 906) to prohibit the sale,
distribution, transfer, and export of ele-
mental mercury, and for other purposes.

(38) The bill (H.R. 15634) to prohibit certain
sales, distributions, and transfers of ele-
mental mercury, to prohibit the export of
elemental mercury, and for other purposes.

(39) The resolution (H. Res. 1333) sup-
porting the goals and ideals of Tay-Sachs
Awareness Month.

(40) The bill (H.R. 6460) to amend the Fed-
eral Water Pollution Control Act to provide
for the remediation of sediment contamina-
tion in areas of concern, and for other pur-
poses.

(41) The bill (S. 2080) to amend the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act to ensure that
sewage treatment plants monitor for and re-
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port discharges of raw sewage, and for other
purposes.

(42) The bill (H.R. 2452) to amend the Fed-
eral Water Pollution Control Act to ensure
that publicly owned treatment works mon-
itor for and report sewer overflows, and for
other purposes.

(43) The bill (S. 2844) to amend the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act to modify pro-
visions relating to beach monitoring, and for
other purposes.

(44) The bill (H.R. 2537) to amend the Fed-
eral Water Pollution Control Act relating to
beach monitoring, and for other purposes.

0 1030

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California is recognized
for 1 hour.

Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, for
the purpose of debate only, I yield the
customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. LINCOLN
D1AZ-BALART). All time yielded during
consideration of the rule is for debate
only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on House Resolution 1491.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, H. Res. 1491 author-
izes the Speaker to entertain motions
that the House suspend the rules at
any time on the legislative day of
Thursday, September 25, 2008, on 44 sep-
arate measures. This rule is necessary
because under clause 1(a) of rule XV,
the Speaker may entertain motions to
suspend the rules only on Monday,
Tuesday or Wednesday of each week. In
order for suspensions to be considered
on other days, the Rules Committee
must authorize consideration of these
motions.

This is not unusual. In fact, in the
109th Congress, my friends on the other
side of the aisle reported at least six
rules that provided for additional sus-
pension days. This bill limits the sus-
pension of rules only to those measures
listed in the rule itself so Members on
both sides of the aisle are aware of ex-
actly what bills may be considered
under this suspension of the rules.

This is standard procedure at the end
of the legislative session and includes
both House bills that we will send to
the Senate for consideration and Sen-
ate-passed bills that are ready to be-
come law once they pass the House.

I would remind my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle that bills consid-
ered under suspension of the rules must
receive strong bipartisan support in
order to pass the House.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
supporting this rule which will simply
help us move important, noncontrover-
sial legislation before we adjourn that
is important to our constituents and
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that will receive overwhelmingly bi-
partisan support and that will hope-
fully become law.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Madam Speaker, I would like
to thank my good friend, Mr. CARDOZA,
the gentleman from California, for the
time; and I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Madam Speaker, on the opening day
of this Congress, the distinguished
chairwoman of the Rules Committee,
Ms. SLAUGHTER, came to the floor and
said that the new majority would, ¢
. . . begin to return this Chamber to its
rightful place as the home of democ-
racy and deliberation in our great Na-
tion.” That pledge echoed a document
by Speaker PELOSI titled A New Direc-
tion For America. That document said,
“bills should generally come to the
floor under a procedure that allows
open, full, and fair debate.”

Now as we approach the closing
hours of the 110th Congress, I think it
is appropriate for us to take a look at
whether the majority has actually
lived up to those promises.

Let us begin with closed rules. There
really can be few, if any, parliamentary
procedures that are more offensive to
the essential spirit of democracy, the
spirit of democracy, than a closed rule.
A closed rule shuts off, blocks Members
from both sides of the aisle from offer-
ing any amendments to legislation
that is considered on the floor. As I
said, no matter what their party affili-
ation, if and when Congress operates
under a closed rule, all Members are
shut out from the legislative process
on the floor.

Even though the majority promised a
more open Congress, as I referred to in
the beginning of my remarks, they si-
lenced the vote of every Member and
thus all of every Member’s constitu-
ents a record 63 times this Congress.
Sixty-three times. No other Congress
in the history of the Republic has ever
brought forth so many closed rules. No
other Congress in the history of the
Republic has brought so many pieces of
legislation to the floor under that leg-
islative framework that prohibits
every Member of this House from offer-
ing amendments to the legislation.

The consistent use of closed rules by
the majority constitutes an affront to
the democratic spirit as well as to
their own promises. But that is not the
only way that they have failed to live
up to their promises. They have also
systematically bypassed what is known
as the conference process, effectively
shutting out the minority from having
a say on legislation that makes its way
to the President’s desk.

Madam Speaker, as you know, the
conference process is the process by
which the House and Senate work out
differences, resolve their differences
and achieve a final legislative product
that is exact to be passed by the House
and the Senate and sent to the Presi-
dent.

Now the majority has also used a
technique known as ‘‘ping-pong’ to
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avoid that conference process. They
have used that technique in order to
subvert the rights of the minority to
offer motions to recommit and amend-
ments. For comparison, in the 108th
Congress and 109th Congress—those
Congresses combined—that technique
known as ping-ponging was used three
times during the 108th Congress and
109th Congress.

But that is not all. The majority has
also considered 45 bills outside the reg-
ular order. They also blocked minority
substitute amendments, allowing only
10 minority substitute amendments
even though they promised a procedure
that, and again I remind the majority
of its own words, they promised that
they would ‘‘grant the minority the
right to offer its alternatives, includ-
ing a substitute.”

So here we are today with a rule that
a distinguished senior member of the
majority on the Rules Committee said,
and I quote, is ¢ . . . outside the nor-
mal parameters of the way that the
House should conduct its business . . .
it effectively curtails our rights and re-
sponsibilities as serious legislators.”
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Prior to becoming Speaker, Ms.
PELOSI pledged, and I quote, ‘‘to con-
duct our work with civility and bipar-
tisanship and to act in partnership, not
partisanship, with the President and
the Republicans in Congress.”’

Obviously, the record has been an-
other story.

Now with regard to what the major-
ity is doing today, the majority is
bringing forth 44 bills for consideration
under what is known as suspension of
the rules. It’s a process by which usu-
ally noncontroversial bills, as my
friend described them, bills that gen-
erally have bipartisan support because
they require two-thirds of the House in
order to pass, under the rule being
brought forth today, we will be author-
izing under this rule 44 bills for consid-
eration under suspension of the rules.
At least they’re telling us what the 44
bills are. That’s why it took some time
for the Clerk to read them, because
there are 44 bills to read the titles. So
at least I think the majority should be
commended for telling us what the 44
bills are.

Now, unfortunately, we’re informed
that the Rules Committee is meeting
at this time, as we speak, to pass a rule
to authorize more suspensions, but not
telling us what they are; in other
words, a blanket authority. So, obvi-
ously everything has to be put in per-
spective.

Compared to what the Rules Com-
mittee is doing now for the rest of the
session, this is a commendable rule be-
cause at least it is informing us and
the American people what we will be
considering. At least the titles have
been brought forth. So that is some-
thing that, when we consider how the
majority has acted procedurally in this
Congress, we have to be grateful that
we’re being informed at least what bills
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are being authorized for consideration
under the rule today.

Madam Speaker, as we look back at
this 110th Congress that is nearing its
end, I think it would be fair to say that
when one considers the promises for
openness and fairness and transparency
made by the majority at the beginning
of this Congress and in their campaign
before this Congress began, when one
compares that with their record of hav-
ing broken all precedent in terms of
the number, the number, having bro-
ken the record in terms of the number
of pieces of legislation brought to this
floor authorizing no amendments, in
other words, closed rules, there is an
extraordinary difference between the
promise and the reality by our friends
on the other side of the aisle.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, I
would like to inquire of the gentleman
from Florida if he has any additional
speakers. I am the last speaker on my
side.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. No, I would inform my friend
that we have no other speakers. So at
this time I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, my
friend from Florida has raised several
issues with regard to the procedures of
the House for the last 2 years. The gen-
tleman is correct that there have been
a number of closed rules this year. But
I would like to just say, in response to
that, that we have had to try and man-
age this House with a very obstinate
Republican minority in the Senate.

There has been a record number of
filibusters that have been put forward
this year to try and stop everything
that we have tried to accomplish in
this body. In fact, there has been an ab-
solute stonewalling on the number of
conference committees, breaking down
the bipartisan process, breaking down
the comity that engages both Houses,
so that we can get something done for
the American people. By refusing to go
to conference, this has gummed up the
arteries of this body, and it, frankly, is
the Republican minority in the other
body that has really made this a very
difficult House and institution to man-
age.

Madam Speaker, I would also say
that the gentleman mentioned that
this is—well, first of all, he acknowl-
edged that we are telling everyone
today the 44 bills that we are, in fact,
bringing forward in this rule. Six times
the gentleman’s party, in the last Con-
gress, did not tell us what they were
bringing forward in a rule. And I can
cite the dates. We have the informa-
tion.

The reality is that this is not an un-
common practice at the end of the ses-
sion. We would like to, as we are doing
in this rule, do it every time, but some-
times it’s possible at the end of the ses-
sion we’re simply running out of time.

So, Madam Speaker, as I said, this is
a standard procedure at the end of the
legislative session that will simply
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help us move important, noncontrover-
sial legislation before we adjourn that
will receive overwhelming bipartisan
support.

I urge a ‘‘yes’” vote on the rule and
on the previous question, Madam
Speaker.

I yield back the balance of my time,
and I move the previous question on
the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid upon
the table.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote is objected to under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later today.

———

INSPECTOR GENERAL REFORM
ACT OF 2008

Mr. TOWNS. Madam Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and concur in the
Senate amendment to the bill (H.R.
928) to amend the Inspector General
Act of 1978 to enhance the independ-
ence of the Inspectors General, to cre-
ate a Council of the Inspectors General
on Integrity and Efficiency, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the Senate amendment is
as follows:

Senate amendment:

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Inspector Gen-
eral Reform Act of 2008 .

SEC. 2. APPOINTMENT AND QUALIFICATIONS OF
INSPECTORS GENERAL.

Section 8G(c) of the Inspector General Act of
1978 (5 U.S.C. App.) is amended by adding at
the end ‘“‘Each Inspector General shall be ap-
pointed without regard to political affiliation
and solely on the basis of integrity and dem-
onstrated ability in accounting, auditing, finan-
cial analysis, law, management analysis, public
administration, or investigations.”’.

SEC. 3. REMOVAL OF INSPECTORS GENERAL.

(a) ESTABLISHMENTS.—Section 3(b) of the In-
spector General Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.) is
amended by striking the second sentence and in-
serting “‘If an Inspector General is removed from
office or is transferred to another position or lo-
cation within an establishment, the President
shall communicate in writing the reasons for
any such removal or transfer to both Houses of
Congress, not later than 30 days before the re-
moval or transfer. Nothing in this subsection
shall prohibit a personnel action otherwise au-
thoriced by law, other than transfer or re-
moval.”.

(b) DESIGNATED FEDERAL ENTITIES.—Section
8G(e) of the Inspector General Act of 1978 (6
U.S.C. App.) is amended by striking ‘‘shall
promptly communicate in writing the reasons
for any such removal or transfer to both Houses
of the Congress.” and inserting ‘‘shall commu-
nicate in writing the reasons for any such re-
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moval or transfer to both Houses of Congress,
not later than 30 days before the removal or
transfer. Nothing in this subsection shall pro-
hibit a personnel action otherwise authorized by
law, other than transfer or removal.”.
SEC. 4. PAY OF INSPECTORS GENERAL.

(a) INSPECTORS GENERAL AT LEVEL III OF EX-
ECUTIVE SCHEDULE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 3 of the Inspector
General Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.), is amended
by adding at the end the following:

‘“(e) The annual rate of basic pay for an In-
spector General (as defined under section 12(3))
shall be the rate payable for level I1I of the Ex-
ecutive Schedule under section 5314 of title 5,
United States Code, plus 3 percent.”’.

(2) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.—Section 5315 of title 5, United States
Code, is amended by striking the item relating to
each of the following positions:

(A) Inspector General, Department of Edu-
cation.

(B) Inspector General, Department of Energy.

(C) Inspector General, Department of Health
and Human Services.

(D) Inspector General, Department of Agri-
culture.

(E) Inspector General, Department of Housing
and Urban Development.

(F) Inspector General, Department of Labor.

(G) Inspector General, Department of Trans-
portation.

(H) Inspector General, Department of Vet-
erans Affairs.

(I) Inspector General, Department of Home-
land Security.

(J) Inspector General, Department of Defense.

(K) Inspector General, Department of State.

(L) Inspector General, Department of Com-
merce.

(M) Inspector General, Department of the In-
terior.

(N) Inspector General, Department of Justice.

(O) Inspector General, Department of the
Treasury.

(P) Inspector General,
national Development.

(®) Inspector General, Environmental Protec-
tion Agency.

(R) Inspector General, Export-Import Bank.

(S) Inspector General, Federal Emergency
Management Agency.

(T) Inspector General, General Services Ad-
ministration.

(U) Inspector General, National Aeronautics
and Space Administration.

(V) Inspector General,
Commission.

(W) Inspector General, Office of Personnel
Management.

(X) Inspector General, Railroad Retirement
Board.

(Y) Inspector General, Small Business Admin-
istration.

(Z) Inspector General, Tennessee Valley Au-
thority.

(AA) Inspector General, Federal Deposit In-
surance Corporation.

(BB) Inspector General, Resolution Trust Cor-
poration.

(CC) Inspector General, Central Intelligence
Agency.

(DD) Inspector General, Social Security Ad-
ministration.

(EE) Inspector General, United States Postal
Service.

(3) APPLICABILITY TO OTHER INSPECTORS GEN-
ERAL.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, the annual rate of basic pay of
the Inspector General of the Central Intelligence
Agency, the Special Inspector General for Iraq
Reconstruction, and the Special Inspector Gen-
eral for Afghanistan Reconstruction shall be
that of an Inspector General as defined under
section 12(3) of the Inspector General Act of 1978
(5 U.S.C. App.) (as amended by section 7(a) of
this Act).

Agency for Inter-

Nuclear Regulatory

H9877

(B) PROHIBITION OF CASH BONUS OR AWARDS.—
Section 3(f) of the Inspector General Act of 1978
(5 U.S.C. App.) (as amended by section 5 of this
Act) shall apply to the Inspectors General de-
scribed under subparagraph (A).

(4) ADDITIONAL TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING
AMENDMENT.—Section 194(b) of the National
and Community Service Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C.
12651e(b)) is amended by striking paragraph (3).

(b) INSPECTORS GENERAL OF DESIGNATED FED-
ERAL ENTITIES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, the Inspector General of each
designated Federal entity (as those terms are de-
fined under section 8G of the Inspector General
Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.)) shall, for pay and
all other purposes, be classified at a grade, level,
or rank designation, as the case may be, at or
above those of a majority of the senior level ex-
ecutives of that designated Federal entity (such
as a General Counsel, Chief Information Offi-
cer, Chief Financial Officer, Chief Human Cap-
ital Officer, or Chief Acquisition Officer). The
pay of an Inspector General of a designated
Federal entity (as those terms are defined under
section 8G of the Inspector General Act of 1978
(5 U.S.C. App.)) shall be not less than the aver-
age total compensation (including bonuses) of
the senior level executives of that designated
Federal entity calculated on an annual basis.

(2) LIMITATION ON ADJUSTMENT.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of an Inspector
General of a designated Federal entity whose
pay is adjusted under paragraph (1), the total
increase in pay in any fiscal year resulting from
that adjustment may not exceed 25 percent of
the average total compensation (including bo-
nuses) of the Inspector General of that entity
for the preceding 3 fiscal years.

(B) SUNSET OF LIMITATION.—The limitation
under subparagraph (4) shall not apply to any
adjustment made in fiscal year 2013 or each fis-
cal year thereafter.

(c) SAVINGS PROVISION FOR NEWLY APPOINTED
INSPECTORS GENERAL.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The provisions of section
3392 of title 5, United States Code, other than
the terms ‘“‘performance awards’ and ‘‘award-
ing of ranks’ in subsection (c)(1) of such sec-
tion, shall apply to career appointees of the
Senior Ezecutive Service who are appointed to
the position of Inspector General.

(2) NONREDUCTION IN PAY.—Notwithstanding
any other provision of law, career Federal em-
ployees serving on an appointment made pursu-
ant to statutory authority found other than in
section 3392 of title 5, United States Code, shall
not suffer a reduction in pay, not including any
bonus or performance award, as a result of
being appointed to the position of Inspector
General.

(d) SAVINGS PROVISION.—Nothing in this sec-
tion shall have the effect of reducing the rate of
pay of any individual serving on the date of en-
actment of this section as an Inspector General
of—

(1) an establishment as defined under section
12(2) of the Inspector General Act of 1978 (5
U.S.C. App.) (as amended by section 7(a) of this
Act);

(2) a designated Federal entity as defined
under section 8G(2) of the Inspector General Act
0f 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.);

(3) a legislative agency for which the position
of Inspector General is established by statute; or

(4) any other entity of the Government for
which the position of Inspector General is estab-
lished by statute.

SEC. 5. PROHIBITION
AWARDS.

Section 3 of the Inspector General Act of 1978
(5 U.S.C. App.) (as amended by section 4 of this
Act) is further amended by adding at the end
the following:

“(f) An Inspector General (as defined under
section 8G(a)(6) or 12(3)) may not receive any
cash award or cash bonus, including any cash
award under chapter 45 of title 5, United States
Code.”.

OF CASH BONUS OR
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SEC. 6. SEPARATE COUNSEL TO SUPPORT IN-
SPECTORS GENERAL.

(a) COUNSELS TO INSPECTORS GENERAL OF ES-
TABLISHMENT.—Section 3 of the Inspector Gen-
eral Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.) (as amended by
sections 4 and 5 of this Act) is further amended
by adding at the end the following:

‘““(9) Each Inspector General shall, in accord-
ance with applicable laws and regulations gov-
erning the civil service, obtain legal advice from
a counsel either reporting directly to the Inspec-
tor General or another Inspector General.”’.

(b) COUNSELS TO INSPECTORS GENERAL OF
DESIGNATED FEDERAL ENTITIES.—Section 8G(g)
of the Inspector General Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C.
App.) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:

‘“(4) Each Inspector General shall—

““(A) in accordance with applicable laws and
regulations governing appointments within the
designated Federal entity, appoint a Counsel to
the Inspector General who shall report to the
Inspector General;

‘“‘(B) obtain the services of a counsel ap-
pointed by and directly reporting to another In-
spector General on a reimbursable basis; or

“(C) obtain the services of appropriate staff of
the Council of the Inspectors General on Integ-
rity and Efficiency on a reimbursable basis.”’.

(c) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in the
amendments made by this section shall be con-
strued to alter the duties and responsibilities of
the counsel for any establishment or designated
Federal entity, except for the availability of
counsel as provided under sections 3(g) and
8G(g) of the Inspector General Act of 1978 (5
U.S.C. App.) (as amended by this section). The
Counsel to the Inspector General shall perform
such functions as the Inspector General may
prescribe.

SEC. 7. ESTABLISHMENT OF COUNCIL OF THE IN-
SPECTORS GENERAL ON INTEGRITY
AND EFFICIENCY.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Inspector General
Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.) is amended by redes-
ignating sections 11 and 12 as sections 12 and 13,
respectively, and by inserting after section 10
the following:

“SEC. 11. ESTABLISHMENT OF THE COUNCIL OF
THE INSPECTORS GENERAL ON IN-
TEGRITY AND EFFICIENCY.

““(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND MISSION.—

““(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established as
an independent entity within the executive
branch the Council of the Inspectors General on
Integrity and Efficiency (in this section referred
to as the ‘Council’).

““(2) MISSION.—The mission of the Council
shall be to—

‘““(A) address integrity, economy, and effec-
tiveness issues that transcend individual Gov-
ernment agencies; and

‘““(B) increase the professionalism and effec-
tiveness of personnel by developing policies,
standards, and approaches to aid in the estab-
lishment of a well-trained and highly skilled
workforce in the offices of the Inspectors Gen-
eral.

“(b) MEMBERSHIP.—

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The Council shall consist of
the following members:

““(A) All Inspectors General whose offices are
established under—

““(i) section 2; or

““(i1) section 8G.

‘“‘(B) The Inspectors General of the Office of
the Director of National Intelligence and the
Central Intelligence Agency.

‘“(C) The Controller of the Office of Federal
Financial Management.

‘““(D) A senior level official of the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation designated by the Director
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation.

‘““(E) The Director of the Office of Government
Ethics.

““(F) The Special Counsel of the Office of Spe-
cial Counsel.

‘“(G) The Deputy Director of the Office of Per-
sonnel Management.
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“(H) The Deputy Director for Management of
the Office of Management and Budget.

“(I) The Inspectors General of the Library of
Congress, Capitol Police, Government Printing
Office, Government Accountability Office, and
the Architect of the Capitol.

““(2) CHAIRPERSON AND EXECUTIVE CHAIR-
PERSON.—

“(A) EXECUTIVE CHAIRPERSON.—The Deputy
Director for Management of the Office of Man-
agement and Budget shall be the Executive
Chairperson of the Council.

““(B) CHAIRPERSON.—The Council shall elect 1
of the Inspectors General referred to in para-
graph (1)(A) or (B) to act as Chairperson of the
Council. The term of office of the Chairperson
shall be 2 years.

““(3) FUNCTIONS OF CHAIRPERSON AND EXECU-
TIVE CHAIRPERSON.—

“(A) EXECUTIVE CHAIRPERSON.—The Execu-
tive Chairperson shall—

‘(i) preside over meetings of the Council;

“‘(ii) provide to the heads of agencies and en-
tities represented on the Council summary re-
ports of the activities of the Council; and

“‘(iii) provide to the Council such information
relating to the agencies and entities represented
on the Council as assists the Council in per-
forming its functions.

““(B) CHAIRPERSON.—The Chairperson shall—

‘(i) convene meetings of the Council—

“(I) at least 6 times each year;

“(I11) monthly to the extent possible; and

“(I11) more frequently at the discretion of the
Chairperson;

“(ii) carry out the functions and duties of the
Council under subsection (c);

“(iii) appoint a Vice Chairperson to assist in
carrying out the functions of the Council and
act in the absence of the Chairperson, from a
category of Inspectors General described in sub-
paragraph (A)(i), (4)(ii), or (B) of paragraph
(1), other than the category from which the
Chairperson was elected;

“(iv) make such payments from funds other-
wise available to the Council as may be nec-
essary to carry out the functions of the Council;

“(v) select, appoint, and employ personnel as
needed to carry out the functions of the Council
subject to the provisions of title 5, United States
Code, governing appointments in the competitive
service, and the provisions of chapter 51 and
subchapter III of chapter 53 of such title, relat-
ing to classification and General Schedule pay
rates;

“(vi) to the extent and in such amounts as
may be provided in advance by appropriations
Acts, made available from the revolving fund es-
tablished under subsection (c)(3)(B), or as other-
wise provided by law, enter into contracts and
other arrangements with public agencies and
private persons to carry out the functions and
duties of the Council;

““(vii) establish, in consultation with the mem-
bers of the Council, such committees as deter-
mined by the Chairperson to be necessary and
appropriate for the efficient conduct of Council
functions; and

“(viii) prepare and transmit a report annually
on behalf of the Council to the President on the
activities of the Council.

““(c) FUNCTIONS AND DUTIES OF COUNCIL.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Council shall—

“(A) continually identify, review, and discuss
areas of weakness and vulnerability in Federal
programs and operations with respect to fraud,
waste, and abuse;

‘“‘(B) develop plans for coordinated, Govern-
mentwide activities that address these problems
and promote economy and efficiency in Federal
programs and operations, including interagency
and interentity audit, investigation, inspection,
and evaluation programs and projects to deal ef-
ficiently and effectively with those problems
concerning fraud and waste that exceed the ca-
pability or jurisdiction of an individual agency
or entity;

“(C) develop policies that will aid in the main-
tenance of a corps of well-trained and highly
skilled Office of Inspector General personnel;
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‘(D) maintain an Internet website and other
electronic systems for the benefit of all Inspec-
tors General, as the Council determines are nec-
essary or desirable;

‘“(E) maintain 1 or more academies as the
Council considers desirable for the professional
training of auditors, investigators, inspectors,
evaluators, and other personnel of the various
offices of Inspector General;

‘“(F) submit recommendations of individuals to
the appropriate appointing authority for any
appointment to an office of Inspector General
described under subsection (b)(1)(A) or (B);

‘“(G) make such reports to Congress as the
Chairperson determines are necessary or appro-
priate; and

‘““(H) perform other duties within the author-
ity and jurisdiction of the Council, as appro-
priate.

““(2) ADHERENCE AND PARTICIPATION BY MEM-
BERS.—To the extent permitted under law, and
to the extent not inconsistent with standards es-
tablished by the Comptroller General of the
United States for audits of Federal establish-
ments, organizations, programs, activities, and
functions, each member of the Council, as ap-
propriate, shall—

‘““(A) adhere to professional standards devel-
oped by the Council; and

‘““(B) participate in the plans, programs, and
projects of the Council, except that in the case
of a member described under subsection (b)(1)(I)
, the member shall participate only to the extent
requested by the member and approved by the
Ezxecutive Chairperson and Chairperson.

““(3) ADDITIONAL ADMINISTRATIVE AUTHORI-
TIES.—

“(A) INTERAGENCY FUNDING.—Notwith-
standing section 1532 of title 31, United States
Code, or any other provision of law prohibiting
the interagency funding of activities described
under subclause (1), (I1), or (I1I) of clause (i), in
the performance of the responsibilities, authori-
ties, and duties of the Council—

““(i) the Executive Chairperson may authorize
the use of interagency funding for—

“(I) Governmentwide training of employees of
the Offices of the Inspectors General;

‘“(II) the functions of the Integrity Committee
of the Council; and

‘“(I1I) any other authorized purpose deter-
mined by the Council; and

““(ii) upon the authorization of the Executive
Chairperson, any department, agency, or entity
of the executive branch which has a member on
the Council shall fund or participate in the
funding of such activities.

“(B) REVOLVING FUND.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Council may—

“(I) establish in the Treasury of the United
States a revolving fund to be called the Inspec-
tors General Council Fund; or

‘“(II) enter into an arrangement with a de-
partment or agency to use an existing revolving
fund.

““(ii) AMOUNTS IN REVOLVING FUND.—

‘““(I) IN GENERAL.—Amounts transferred to the
Council under this subsection shall be deposited
in the revolving fund described under clause
@@)(1) or (I1I).

“(1I) TRAINING.—Any remaining unexrpended
balances appropriated for or otherwise available
to the Inspectors General Criminal Investigator
Academy and the Inspectors General Auditor
Training Institute shall be transferred to the re-
volving fund described under clause (i)(I) or
(11).

““(iii) USE OF REVOLVING FUND.—

‘““(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided under
subclause (II), amounts in the revolving fund
described under clause (i)(1) or (1I) may be used
to carry out the functions and duties of the
Council under this subsection.

‘““(1I1) TRAINING.—Amounts transferred into the
revolving fund described under clause (i)(I) or
(1I) may be used for the purpose of maintaining
any training academy as determined by the
Council.
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“(iv) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Amounts in
the revolving fund described under clause (i)(I)
or (II) shall remain available to the Council
without fiscal year limitation.

““(C) SUPERSEDING PROVISIONS.—No provision
of law enacted after the date of enactment of
this subsection shall be construed to limit or su-
persede any authority under subparagraph (A)
or (B), unless such provision makes specific ref-
erence to the authority in that paragraph.

‘“(4) EXISTING AUTHORITIES AND RESPONSIBIL-
ITIES.—The establishment and operation of the
Council shall not affect—

‘““(A) the role of the Department of Justice in
law enforcement and litigation;

‘“‘(B) the authority or responsibilities of any
Government agency or entity; and

‘“(C) the authority or responsibilities of indi-
vidual members of the Council.

‘“(d) INTEGRITY COMMITTEE.—

““(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Council shall have
an Integrity Committee, which shall receive, re-
view, and refer for investigation allegations of
wrongdoing that are made against Inspectors
General and staff members of the various Offices
of Inspector General described under paragraph
(D(C).

‘““(2) MEMBERSHIP.—The Integrity Committee
shall consist of the following members:

‘““(A) The official of the Federal Bureau of In-
vestigation serving on the Council, who shall
serve as Chairperson of the Integrity Committee,
and maintain the records of the Committee.

‘““(B) Four Inspectors General described in
subparagraph (A) or (B) of subsection (b)(1) ap-
pointed by the Chairperson of the Council, rep-
resenting both establishments and designated
Federal entities (as that term is defined in sec-
tion 8G(a)).

“(C) The Special Counsel of the Office of Spe-
cial Counsel.

‘““(D) The Director of the Office of Government
Ethics.

‘““(3) LEGAL ADVISOR.—The Chief of the Public
Integrity Section of the Criminal Division of the
Department of Justice, or his designee, shall
serve as a legal advisor to the Integrity Com-
mittee.

‘“(4) REFERRAL OF ALLEGATIONS.—

‘““(A) REQUIREMENT.—An Inspector General
shall refer to the Integrity Committee any alle-
gation of wrongdoing against a staff member of
the office of that Inspector General, if—

‘(i) review of the substance of the allegation
cannot be assigned to an agency of the exrecu-
tive branch with appropriate jurisdiction over
the matter; and

““(ii) the Inspector General determines that—

‘(1) an objective internal investigation of the
allegation is not feasible; or

‘“(II) an internal investigation of the allega-
tion may appear not to be objective.

‘“(B) DEFINITION.—In this paragraph the term
‘staff member’ means any employee of an Office
of Inspector General who—

‘(i) reports directly to an Inspector General;
or

““(ii) is designated by an Inspector General
under subparagraph (C).

“(C) DESIGNATION OF STAFF MEMBERS.—Each
Inspector General shall annually submit to the
Chairperson of the Integrity Committee a des-
ignation of positions whose holders are staff
members for purposes of subparagraph (B).

““(5) REVIEW OF ALLEGATIONS.—The Integrity
Committee shall—

“(4) review all allegations of wrongdoing the
Integrity Committee receives against an Inspec-
tor General, or against a staff member of an Of-
fice of Inspector General described under para-
graph (4)(C);

‘““(B) refer any allegation of wrongdoing to the
agency of the executive branch with appropriate
jurisdiction over the matter; and

“(C) refer to the Chairperson of the Integrity
Committee any allegation of wrongdoing deter-
mined by the Integrity Committee under sub-
paragraph (A) to be potentially meritorious that
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cannot be referred to an agency under subpara-
graph (B).

“(6) AUTHORITY TO INVESTIGATE ALLEGA-
TIONS.—

‘““(A) REQUIREMENT.—The Chairperson of the
Integrity Committee shall cause a thorough and
timely investigation of each allegation referred
under paragraph (5)(C) to be conducted in ac-
cordance with this paragraph.

“‘(B) RESOURCES.—At the request of the Chair-
person of the Integrity Committee, the head of
each agency or entity represented on the Coun-
cil—

“(i) may provide resources necessary to the
Integrity Committee; and

“‘(ii) may detail employees from that agency or
entity to the Integrity Committee, subject to the
control and direction of the Chairperson, to con-
duct an investigation under this subsection.

““(7) PROCEDURES FOR INVESTIGATIONS.—

““(A) STANDARDS APPLICABLE.—Investigations
initiated under this subsection shall be con-
ducted in accordance with the most current
Quality Standards for Investigations issued by
the Council or by its predecessors (the Presi-
dent’s Council on Integrity and Efficiency and
the Executive Council on Integrity and Effi-
ciency).

“(B) ADDITIONAL POLICIES AND PROCEDURES.—

‘(i) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Integrity Com-
mittee, in conjunction with the Chairperson of
the Council, shall establish additional policies
and procedures necessary to ensure fairness and
consistency in—

“(I) determining whether to initiate an inves-
tigation;

“(1I) conducting investigations;

“(II1) reporting the results of an investiga-
tion; and

“(IV) providing the person who is the subject
of an investigation with an opportunity to re-
spond to any Integrity Committee report.

““(ii)) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—The Council
shall submit a copy of the policies and proce-
dures established under clause (i) to the con-
gressional committees of jurisdiction.

“(C) REPORTS.—

‘(i) POTENTIALLY MERITORIOUS ALLEGA-
TIONS.—For allegations described under para-
graph (5)(C), the Chairperson of the Integrity
Committee shall make a report containing the
results of the investigation of the Chairperson
and shall provide such report to members of the
Integrity Committee.

““(i1) ALLEGATIONS OF WRONGDOING.—For alle-
gations referred to an agency under paragraph
(5)(B), the head of that agency shall make a re-
port containing the results of the investigation
and shall provide such report to members of the
Integrity Committee.

““(8) ASSESSMENT AND FINAL DISPOSITION.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—With respect to any report
received under paragraph (7)(C), the Integrity
Committee shall—

““(i) assess the report;

“(ii) forward the report, with the rec-
ommendations of the Integrity Committee, in-
cluding those on disciplinary action, within 30
days (to the maximum extent practicable) after
the completion of the investigation, to the Exec-
utive Chairperson of the Council and to the
President (in the case of a report relating to an
Inspector General of an establishment or any
employee of that Inspector General) or the head
of a designated Federal entity (in the case of a
report relating to an Inspector General of such
an entity or any employee of that Inspector
General) for resolution; and

““(iii) submit to the Committee on Government
Oversight and Reform of the House of Rep-
resentatives, the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs of the Senate,
and other congressional committees of jurisdic-
tion an erecutive summary of such report and
recommendations within 30 days after the sub-
mission of such report to the Executive Chair-
person under clause (ii).

““(B) DISPOSITION.—The Executive Chair-
person of the Council shall report to the Integ-
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rity Committee the final disposition of the mat-
ter, including what action was taken by the
President or agency head.

““(9) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Council shall sub-
mit to Congress and the President by December
31 of each year a report on the activities of the
Integrity Committee during the preceding fiscal
year, which shall include the following:

““(A) The number of allegations received.

‘““(B) The mumber of allegations referred to
other agencies, including the number of allega-
tions referred for criminal investigation.

“(C) The number of allegations referred to the
Chairperson of the Integrity Committee for in-
vestigation.

“(D) The number of allegations closed without
referral.

‘““(E) The date each allegation was received
and the date each allegation was finally dis-
posed of.

‘““(F) In the case of allegations referred to the
Chairperson of the Integrity Committee, a sum-
mary of the status of the investigation of the al-
legations and, in the case of investigations com-
pleted during the preceding fiscal year, a sum-
mary of the findings of the investigations.

‘“(G) Other matters that the Council considers
appropriate.

‘““(10) REQUESTS FOR MORE INFORMATION.—
With respect to paragraphs (8) and (9), the
Council shall provide more detailed information
about specific allegations upon request from any
of the following:

‘“(A) The chairperson or ranking member of
the Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs of the Senate.

‘““(B) The chairperson or ranking member of
the Committee on Owversight and Government
Reform of the House of Representatives.

‘““(C) The chairperson or ranking member of
the congressional committees of jurisdiction.

‘“(11) NO RIGHT OR BENEFIT.—This subsection
is mot intended to create any right or benefit,
substantive or procedural, enforceable at law by
a person against the United States, its agencies,
its officers, or any person.’’.

(b) ALLEGATIONS OF WRONGDOING AGAINST
SPECIAL COUNSEL OR DEPUTY SPECIAL COUN-
SEL.—

(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—

(A) the term ‘‘Integrity Committee’’ means the
Integrity Committee established under section
11(d) of the Inspector General Act of 1978 (6
U.S.C. App), as amended by this Act; and

(B) the term ‘“‘Special Counsel’’ refers to the
Special Counsel appointed under section 1211(b)
of title 5, United States Code.

(2) AUTHORITY OF INTEGRITY COMMITTEE.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—An allegation of wrongdoing
against the Special Counsel or the Deputy Spe-
cial Counsel may be received, reviewed, and re-
ferred for investigation by the Integrity Com-
mittee to the same extent and in the same man-
ner as in the case of an allegation against an
Inspector General (or a member of the staff of
an Office of Inspector General), subject to the
requirement that the Special Counsel recuse
himself or herself from the consideration of any
allegation brought under this paragraph.

(B) COORDINATION WITH EXISTING PROVISIONS
OF LAW.—This subsection does not eliminate ac-
cess to the Merit Systems Protection Board for
review under section 7701 of title 5, United
States Code. To the extent that an allegation
brought under this subsection involves section
2302(b)(8) of that title, a failure to obtain correc-
tive action within 120 days after the date on
which that allegation is received by the Integ-
rity Committee shall, for purposes of section 1221
of such title, be considered to satisfy section
1214(a)(3)(B) of that title.

(3) REGULATIONS.—The Integrity Committee
may prescribe any rules or regulations necessary
to carry out this subsection, subject to such con-
sultation or other requirements as might other-
wise apply.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE AND EXISTING EXECUTIVE
ORDERS.—
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(1) CouNcIL.—Not later than 180 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the Coun-
cil of the Inspectors General on Integrity and
Efficiency established under this section shall
become effective and operational.

(2) EXECUTIVE ORDERS.—Ezxecutive Order No.
12805, dated May 11, 1992, and Executive Order
No. 12933, dated March 21, 1996 (as in effect be-
fore the date of the enactment of this Act) shall
have no force or effect on and after the earlier
of—

(A) the date on which the Council of the In-
spectors General on Integrity and Efficiency be-
comes effective and operational as determined
by the Executive Chairperson of the Council; or

(B) the last day of the 180-day period begin-
ning on the date of enactment of this Act.

(d) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.—

(1) INSPECTOR GENERAL ACT OF 1978.—The In-
spector General Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.) is
amended—

(A4) in sections 2(1), 4(b)(2), and 8G(a)(1)(4) by
striking ‘‘section 11(2)” each place it appears
and inserting ‘‘section 12(2)”’; and

(B) in section 8G(a), in the matter preceding
paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘section 11°° and in-
serting ‘‘section 12°°.

(2) SEPARATE APPROPRIATIONS ACCOUNT.—Sec-
tion 1105(a) of title 31, United States Code, is
amended by striking the first paragraph (33)
and inserting the following:

“(33) a separate appropriation account for ap-
propriations for the Council of the Inspectors
General on Integrity and Efficiency, and, in-
cluded in that account, a separate statement of
the aggregate amount of appropriations re-
quested for each academy maintained by the
Council of the Inspectors General on Integrity
and Efficiency.”.

SEC. 8. SUBMISSION OF BUDGET REQUESTS TO
CONGRESS.

Section 6 of the Inspector General Act of 1978
(5 U.S.C. App.) is amended by adding at the end
the following:

“(f)(1) For each fiscal year, an Inspector Gen-
eral shall transmit a budget estimate and re-
quest to the head of the establishment or des-
ignated Federal entity to which the Inspector
General reports. The budget request shall speci-
fy the aggregate amount of funds requested for
such fiscal year for the operations of that In-
spector General and shall specify the amount re-
quested for all training needs, including a cer-
tification from the Inspector General that the
amount requested satisfies all training require-
ments for the Inspector General’s office for that
fiscal year, and any resources necessary to sup-
port the Council of the Inspectors General on
Integrity and Efficiency. Resources necessary to
support the Council of the Inspectors General
on Integrity and Efficiency shall be specifically
identified and justified in the budget request.

“(2) In transmitting a proposed budget to the
President for approval, the head of each estab-
lishment or designated Federal entity shall in-
clude—

‘“(A) an aggregate request for the Inspector
General;

‘““(B) amounts for Inspector General training;

“(C) amounts for support of the Council of the
Inspectors General on Integrity and Efficiency;
and

‘D) any comments of the affected Inspector
General with respect to the proposal.

““(3) The President shall include in each budg-
et of the United States Government submitted to
Congress—

“(A) a separate statement of the budget esti-
mate prepared in accordance with paragraph

)i

‘““(B) the amount requested by the President
for each Inspector General;

‘“(C) the amount requested by the President
for training of Inspectors General;

‘““(D) the amount requested by the President
for support for the Council of the Inspectors
General on Integrity and Efficiency; and
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“(E) any comments of the affected Inspector
General with respect to the proposal if the In-
spector General concludes that the budget sub-
mitted by the President would substantially in-
hibit the Inspector General from performing the
duties of the office.”.

SEC. 9. SUBPOENA POWER.

Section 6(a)(4) of the Inspector General Act of
1978 (5 U.S.C. App.) is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘in any medium (including
electronically stored information, as well as any
tangible thing)’’ after “‘other data’’; and

(2) by striking ‘“‘subpena’ and inserting ‘‘sub-
poena’’.

SEC. 10. PROGRAM FRAUD CIVIL REMEDIES ACT.

Section 3801(a)(1) of title 31, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘“‘and”
after the semicolon;

(2) in subparagraph (E), by striking the period
and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

“(F) a designated Federal entity (as such term
is defined under section 8G(a)(2) of the Inspec-
tor General Act of 1978),”".

SEC. 11. LAW ENFORCEMENT AUTHORITY FOR
DESIGNATED FEDERAL ENTITIES.

Section 6(e) of the Inspector General Act of
1978 (5 U.S.C. App.) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘appointed
under section 3’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

“(9) In this subsection, the term ‘Inspector
General’ means an Inspector General appointed
under section 3 or an Inspector General ap-
pointed under section 8G.”".

SEC. 12. APPLICATION OF SEMIANNUAL REPORT-
ING REQUIREMENTS WITH RESPECT
TO INSPECTION REPORTS AND EVAL-
UATION REPORTS.

Section 5 of the Inspector General Act of 1978
(5 U.S.C. App.) is amended—

(1) in each of subsections (a)(6), (a)(8), (a)(9),
(b)(2), and (b)(3)—

(A) by inserting ‘, inspection reports, and
evaluation reports” after ‘“‘audit reports’ the
first place it appears; and

(B) by striking ‘“‘audit’’ the second place it ap-
pears; and

(2) in subsection (a)(10) by inserting *‘, inspec-
tion reports, and evaluation reports’ after
“audit reports’’.

SEC. 13. INFORMATION ON WEBSITES OF OFFICES
OF INSPECTORS GENERAL.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Inspector General Act
of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.) is amended by inserting
after section 8K the following:

“SEC. 8L. INFORMATION ON WEBSITES OF OF-
FICES OF INSPECTORS GENERAL.

“(a) DIRECT LINKS TO INSPECTORS GENERAL
OFFICES.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Each agency shall establish
and maintain on the homepage of the website of
that agency, a direct link to the website of the
Office of the Inspector General of that agency.

“(2) ACCESSIBILITY.—The direct link under
paragraph (1) shall be obvious and facilitate ac-
cessibility to the website of the Office of the In-
spector General.

““(b) REQUIREMENTS FOR INSPECTORS GENERAL
WEBSITES.—

‘(1) POSTING OF REPORTS AND AUDITS.—The
Inspector General of each agency shall—

“(A) not later than 3 days after any report or
audit (or portion of any report or audit) is made
publicly available, post that report or audit (or
portion of that report or audit) on the website of
the Office of Inspector General; and

‘“(B) ensure that any posted report or audit
(or portion of that report or audit) described
under subparagraph (A)—

‘(i) is easily accessible from a direct link on
the homepage of the website of the Office of the
Inspector General;

““(it) includes a summary of the findings of the
Inspector General; and

“(iit) is in a format that—
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‘(1) is searchable and downloadable; and

‘“(11) facilitates printing by individuals of the
public accessing the website.

“(2) REPORTING OF FRAUD,
ABUSE.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—The Inspector General of
each agency shall establish and maintain a di-
rect link on the homepage of the website of the
Office of the Inspector General for individuals
to report fraud, waste, and abuse. Individuals
reporting fraud, waste, or abuse using the direct
link established under this paragraph shall not
be required to provide personally identifying in-
formation relating to that individual.

‘““(B) ANONYMITY.—The Inspector General of
each agency shall not disclose the identity of
any individual making a report under this para-
graph without the consent of the individual un-
less the Inspector General determines that such
a disclosure is unavoidable during the course of
the investigation.”’.

(b) REPEAL.—Section 746(b) of the Financial
Services and General Government Appropria-
tions Act, 2008 (5 U.S.C. App. note; 121 Stat.
2034) is repealed.

(c) IMPLEMENTATION.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the head
of each agency and the Inspector General of
each agency shall implement the amendment
made by this section.

SEC. 14. OTHER ADMINISTRATIVE AUTHORITIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6(d) of the Inspector
General Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.) is amended
to read as follows:

‘“(d)(1)(A) For purposes of applying the provi-
sions of law identified in subparagraph (B)—

‘(i) each Office of Inspector General shall be
considered to be a separate agency; and

‘‘(ii) the Inspector General who is the head of
an office referred to in clause (i) shall, with re-
spect to such office, have the functions, powers,
and duties of an agency head or appointing au-
thority under such provisions.

‘““(B) This paragraph applies with respect to
the following provisions of title 5, United States
Code:

‘(i) Subchapter II of chapter 35.

““(ii) Sections 8335(b), 8336, 8344, 8414, 8468,
and 8425(b).

““(iii) All provisions relating to the Senior Ex-
ecutive Service (as determined by the Office of
Personnel Management), subject to paragraph
(2).
““(2) For purposes of applying section 4507(b)
of title 5, United States Code, paragraph
(1)(A)(ii) shall be applied by substituting ‘the
Council of the Inspectors General on Integrity
and Efficiency (established by section 11 of the
Inspector General Act) shall’ for ‘the Inspector
General who is the head of an office referred to
in clause (i) shall, with respect to such of-
fice,’.”’.

(b) AUTHORITY OF TREASURY INSPECTOR GEN-
ERAL FOR TAX ADMINISTRATION TO PROTECT IN-
TERNAL REVENUE SERVICE EMPLOYEES.—Section
8D(k)(1)(C) of the Inspector General Act of 1978
(5 U.S.C. App.) is amended by striking ‘‘phys-
ical security’ and inserting ‘‘protection to the
Commissioner of Internal Revenue’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. TOwNS) and the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. TOWNS. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

WASTE, AND
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Mr. TOWNS. I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

H.R. 928, the Inspector General Re-
form Act of 2008, focuses on the impor-
tant role of the Inspectors General in
providing independent oversight within
Federal agencies. By investigating and
reporting waste, fraud and abuse to
both agency leaders and to the Con-
gress, Inspectors General play a crit-
ical role in maintaining checks and
balances in the Federal Government.

This bill strengthens and reforms the
Inspector General system by providing
greater independence and account-
ability for IG offices. H.R. 928 first
passed this House last October with
more than 400 votes. The other body
passed a similar bill sponsored by Sen-
ator MCCASKILL earlier this year. We
have worked with the Senate to resolve
the differences between the two bills
and produce the amended bill now
under consideration. It passed the Sen-
ate by unanimous consent last night.

H.R. 928 enhances the rank and pay of
IGs within their agencies, and requires
that Congress be promptly informed if
an IG is transferred or removed from
office. It provides a mechanism for IGs
to report to Congress if their budgets
are inadequate to perform their respon-
sibilities and sets aside funding for
training. And the bill establishes an In-
spectors General Council, and sets pro-
cedures for investigating potential IG
misconduct.

I would like to commend the sponsor
of this bill, my good friend Mr. COOPER
from the great State of Tennessee, for
his work in crafting this legislation. He
has worked on it for several years as
part of his work on improving govern-
ment accountability.

I also thank Chairman WAXMAN and
Ranking Member DAVIS as well as the
subcommittee Ranking Member
BILBRAY for their work in moving this
bill forward.

H.R. 928 will make sure that the IGs
have the legal authority and tools nec-
essary to continue their role as non-
partisan, professional, honest brokers
on behalf of the people.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. SHAYS. I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

I'm rising in support of this legisla-
tion. The Government Oversight and
Reform Committee works very closely
with both the general accountability
office and the Inspector General’s of-
fice. The Inspector Generals play a
major role in our ability to weed out
waste, abuse and fraud. We need to
strengthen this office.

And we appreciate the work that Mr.
COOPER has been involved in to bring
this legislation forward.

I will insert my full statement into
the RECORD.

Madam Speaker, today, we take up H.R.
928, the Improving Government Accountability
Act. This legislation is intended to enhance the
independence of inspectors general through-
out government to improve their ability to mon-
itor and oversee executive branch operations.

Since the enactment of the Inspector Gen-
eral Act of 1978, inspectors general through-
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out government have played an integral role in
identifying waste and mismanagement in gov-
ernment. IGs have also been instrumental in
aiding Congress and the executive branch to
make government more efficient and effective.

We all agree IGs should operate independ-
ently, free from political interference. After all,
both agency heads and Congress often rely
on |G reports to provide frank assessments of
the effectiveness of Federal programs.

However, inspectors general should also be
part of an agency’s management structure—
albeit with some independence—rather than a
“fourth branch” of the Federal Government.
We must be careful not to separate the IGs
from the day-to-day operations of the agencies
they oversee so they may continue to perform
a constructive, integrated role and not just
“second-guess” the decisions made by agen-
cies.

| believe the compromise legislation we are
taking up today strikes the right balance be-
tween |G independence and the appropriate
management role of inspectors general.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. TOWNS. I would like to yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee, who is a person who came to us
early on with this idea which, I think,
is an excellent one, so I am delighted
to yield 5 minutes to the gentleman
from Tennessee (Mr. COOPER).

Mr. COOPER. Thanks to my friend
and colleague Mr. TowNs of New York
and my friend from Connecticut, Mr.
SHAYS.

This is a very important bill for
cleaning up the mess in government.
Inspectors General are the watchdogs
on behalf of the U.S. taxpayer to make
sure that the waste, fraud and abuse
that can occur in any Federal agency is
cleaned up.

This bill is long overdue. We’ve been
working on it for a long time. Sadly, it
took many years for it to be brought
up for a vote. But now with the Demo-
cratic majority, it passed, as my friend
from New York noted, overwhelmingly.
It has been passed in the Senate, and
now will soon be enacted into law.

The key points are these: We needed
to professionalize the IGs. These are
wonderful public servants, but due to
historical accident, some of them are
appointed by the President, some are
appointed by the agency heads, some of
them are more independent than oth-
ers. There’s been a lot of confusion
there, and they simply haven’t had the
independence and the accountability
that they need to have to serve the
U.S. taxpayer.

I want to thank, in particular, pre-
vious legislative directors that I've had
who’ve worked on this bill for literally
many years. Anne Kim deserves great
credit. Cicely Simpson deserves great
credit. And my current Legislative Di-
rector, James Leuschen, deserves great
credit because these are the folks who
really carried the ball during the years
in which we were, literally, unable to
get a vote.

Believe it or not, this bill even faced,
this year, a Presidential veto threat;
they were so worried about reducing
the patronage that they had had in
past appointments.
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But now, finally, the IGs of America
will be professionalized. That is good
news, not only for every Federal agen-
cy, but also, most importantly, for the
Federal taxpayer.

No matter how much oversight we
conduct in this Congress, and I'm
proud to see the Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform Committee revitalized
under HENRY WAXMAN’s leadership, be-
cause we are conducting the hearings
that really should have been held over
many years.
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But no matter how watchful Con-
gress is in looking over Federal agen-
cies, we can’t be on the ground in the
agency every day the way Inspectors
General can be.

So I want to congratulate my friends
from New York and Connecticut be-
cause these two gentlemen are true
public servants. Their hearts are in the
right place when it comes to protecting
the taxpayer, and now we’ve even per-
suaded the majority of the House and
the Senate and the White House to do
the right thing.

I hope we can have a substantial vote
on the suspension for professionalizing
Inspectors General of the United States
of America.

Mr. SHAYS. Madam Speaker, this
legislation is essential if the United
States Congress is going to do its job.
Our job is not just writing legislation;
our job is to do proper oversight of all
of the various departments and agen-
cies.

We have Inspectors General that are
assigned for each of our departments.
We have some who do a really out-
standing job, and we have some who do
a good job, and some who, frankly,
need to do a better job.

I think this legislation will help pro-
fessionalize this agency in a way that’s
important for our people, for our coun-
try, and for the majority and the mi-
nority in this Congress. We want a
more efficient government. We want a
better-run government. Inspectors
General help us do that.

I yield back my time.

Mr. TOWNS. Madam Speaker, I real-
ly feel that this legislation is so time-
ly, because when you talk to people,
when we had hearings that Inspectors
General would come in and talk about
the fact that sometimes they would be
in the middle of an investigation of
some type and that the budget would
be cut, or in some instances they were
actually fired.

So I think this kind of brings about
the independence that they need re-
gardless in terms of the fact that if
there is an investigation, if there’s
problems, it gives them the freedom to
be able to move and get the things they
need to get done.

I would like to commend all of my
colleagues that have been involved in
this issue. I would like to commend the

staff for bringing us where we are
today.
Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Madam

Speaker, | rise today in strong support of H.R.
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928, the “Inspector General Reform Act” This
legislation includes provisions of a bill that | in-
troduced last year, along with Ranking Mem-
ber ToMm DAvIS, which will provide for the en-
hanced protection of the Internal Revenue
Service and its employees.

In 1998, Congress passed the Internal Rev-
enue Service Restructuring and Reform Act,
which created the Treasury Inspector General
for Tax Administration (TIGTA). The legislation
gave TIGTA the responsibility for protecting
the Internal Revenue Service (IRS) against ex-
ternal attempts to corrupt or threaten IRS em-
ployees. At the same time, it excluded the pro-
vision of providing “physical security” from
TIGTA’s responsibilities

Prior to the enactment of this law, the
former IRS Inspection Service had been re-
sponsible for protecting the IRS against exter-
nal attempts to corrupt or threaten IRS em-
ployees. The IRS Inspection Service was re-
sponsible for providing armed escorts for IRS
employees who were specifically threatened or
who were contacting individuals designated as
“Potentially Dangerous Taxpayers.” The law
transferred most of those duties to the new
Treasury Inspector General for Tax Adminis-
tration. Inexplicably, “physical security” was
excluded from TIGTA’s statutory responsibil-
ities.

In its current statutory mission, TIGTA in-
vestigates all allegations of threats or assaults
involving IRS employees and assists U.S. At-
torneys’ offices with appropriate prosecutions.
However, if TIGTA determines that any of the
threats or assaults it investigates call for the
provision of physical security, the language of
the 1998 law precludes TIGTA from taking ac-
tion.

Authorizing TIGTA to have armed escort au-
thority would be both more efficient and more
effective in advancing tax administration and
ensuring the safety of IRS employees.

| am pleased that upon passage of H.R. 928
today, this bill will be sent to the president for
his signature. | want to thank Chairman WAX-
MAN and Ranking Member DAvis for their sup-
port of this provision, and | urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 928.

Mr. DAVIS of Virginia. Madam Speaker,
today, we take up H.R. 928, the Improving
Government Accountability Act. This legisla-
tion is intended to enhance the independence
of inspectors general throughout government
to improve their ability to monitor and oversee
executive branch operations.

Since the enactment of the Inspector Gen-
eral Act of 1978, inspectors general through-
out government have played an integral role in
identifying waste and mismanagement in gov-
ernment. IGs have also been instrumental in
aiding Congress and the executive branch to
make government more efficient and effective.

We all agree IGs should operate independ-
ently, free from political interference. After all,
both agency heads and Congress often rely
on IG reports to provide frank assessments of
the effectiveness of federal programs.

However, inspectors general should also be
part of an agency’s management structure—
albeit with some independence—rather than a
“fourth branch” of the Federal Government. If
we separate the IGs from the day-to-day oper-
ations of the agencies they oversee, I1Gs will
cease to perform a constructive, integrated
role and instead would become a “Monday
morning quarterback” with their function solely
second-guessing decisions made by agencies.
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The House passed its version of this bill last
October. At the time, while | supported the bill,
| remained concerned that several of the pro-
visions went too far in isolating inspectors
general, removing them from the agency deci-
sion-making process.

After the Senate passed its bill in April, we
began discussions with the Senate Homeland
Security and Governmental Affairs Committee
and developed a compromise to both bills—
which we are taking up today.

| will support the compromise bill as | be-
lieve it adequately addresses my remaining
concerns by striking the right balance between
IG independence and the appropriate man-
agement role of inspectors general.

Mr. WAXMAN. Madam Speaker, | rise in
support of the Senate amendments to H.R.
928, the Improving Government Accountability
Act. This bill, introduced by Representative
COOPER, was favorably reported by the Over-
sight Committee on August 2, 2007, with
strong support from members across the polit-
ical spectrum.

There is a simple reason why this bill has
so much support: it strengthens the Inspectors
General, who are the first line of defense
against waste, fraud, and abuse in federal pro-
grams.

The last six years have given us examples
of Inspectors General at their best and at their
worst.

Stuart Bowen, the Special Inspector General
for Irag Reconstruction, has uncovered fraud
and saved American taxpayers hundreds of
millions of dollars. Clark Kent Erving and Rich-
ard Skinner, the former and current IGs for the
Department of Homeland Security, have iden-
tified billions in wasteful spending in the new
Department. Glenn Fine at the Department of
Justice; Earl Delvaney at Interior; and Brian
Miller at the General Services Administration
have all reported courageously on abuses
within the agencies they oversee.

These and other IGs have fought waste,
fraud, and abuse and saved the taxpayers bil-
lions of dollars.

Yet there are also IGs who seem more in-
tent on protecting their departments from polit-
ical embarrassment than on doing their job.
The Oversight Committee is investigating alle-
gations that the State Department IG has
blocked investigations into contract fraud in
Irag and Afghanistan. The Energy and Com-
merce Committee documented serious abuses
by the former IG in the Commerce Depart-
ment. And the Science Committee has identi-
fied serious questions raised about the close
relationship of the NASA IG to agency man-
agement.

This bill strengthens the good IGs by giving
them greater independence. Under this legis-
lation, they will have new budgetary independ-
ence, and the President or agency head will
have to inform Congress 30 days before any
IG is removed.

At the same time, the legislation enacts in
statute new mechanisms for holding bad IGs
to account. The legislation establishes an “In-
tegrity Committee” that will investigate allega-
tions that IGs have abused the public trust.

There have been several key champions of
the legislation. Representative COOPER has
worked tirelessly on this issue for years and
deserves our thanks for his efforts. | would
also like to acknowledge Subcommittee Chair-
man TOWNS for his tremendous leadership in
moving this legislation forward and Ranking
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Member Tom DAviS for his commitment to
strong IGs and his many helpful contributions.

H.R. 928 would make needed improvements
to the IG Act and | urge members to support
it.

Mr. TOWNS. I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
TowNs) that the House suspend the
rules and concur in the Senate amend-
ment to the bill, H.R. 928.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. SHAYS. Madam Speaker, I object
to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

———

SENIOR PROFESSIONAL
PERFORMANCE ACT OF 2008

Mr. TOWNS. Madam Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the Sen-
ate bill (S. 1046) to modify pay provi-
sions relating to certain senior-level
positions in the Federal Government,
and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The text of the Senate bill is as fol-
lows:

S. 1046

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Senior Pro-
fessional Performance Act of 2008".

SEC. 2. PAY PROVISIONS RELATING TO CERTAIN
SENIOR-LEVEL POSITIONS.

(a) LOCALITY PAY.—Section 5304 of title 5,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (g), by amending para-
graph (2) to read as follows:

‘“(2) The applicable maximum under this
subsection shall be level IIT of the Executive
Schedule for—

‘‘(A) positions under subparagraphs (A) and
(B) of subsection (h)(1); and

‘“(B) any ©positions under subsection
(h)(1)(C) as the President may determine.”’;
and

(2) in subsection (h)—

(A) in paragraph (1)—

(i) by striking subparagraph (A);

(ii) in subparagraph (D)—

(I) in clause (v), by striking ‘‘or” at the
end;

(IT) in clause (vi), by striking the period at
the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and

(IIT) by adding at the end the following:

‘‘(vii) a position to which section 5376 ap-
plies (relating to certain senior-level and sci-
entific and professional positions).”’; and

(iii) by redesignating subparagraphs (B),
(C), and (D) as subparagraphs (A), (B), and
(C), respectively; and

(B) in paragraph (2)(B)—

(i) in clause (i)—
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(I) by striking ‘‘subparagraphs (A) through
(C)” and inserting ‘‘subparagraphs (A) and
(B)”’; and

(IT) by striking
“(vi), or (vii)’’; and

(ii) in clause (ii)—

(I) by striking ‘“‘paragraph (1)(D)” and in-
serting ‘“‘paragraph (1)(C)”’; and

(II) by striking ‘‘or (vi)”
“(vi), or (vii)”.

(b) ACCESS TO HIGHER MAXIMUM RATE OF
BAsIc Pay.—Section 5376(b) of title 5, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking subpara-
graph (B) and inserting the following:

‘“(B) subject to paragraph (3), not greater
than the rate of basic pay payable for level
III of the Executive Schedule.”’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘(3) In the case of an agency which has a
performance appraisal system which, as de-
signed and applied, is certified under section
5307(d) as making meaningful distinctions
based on relative performance, paragraph
(1)(B) shall apply as if the reference to ‘level
IIT’ were a reference to ‘level IT’.

‘“(4) No employee may suffer a reduction in
pay by reason of transfer from an agency
with an applicable maximum rate of pay pre-
scribed under paragraph (3) to an agency
with an applicable maximum rate of pay pre-
scribed under paragraph (1)(B).”.

(c) AUTHORITY FOR EMPLOYMENT; APPOINT-
MENTS; CLASSIFICATION STANDARDS.—Title 5,
United States Code is amended—

(1) in section 3104(a), in the second sen-
tence, by striking ‘‘prescribes’ and inserting
“prescribes and publishes in such form as the
Director may determine’’;

(2) in section 3324(a) by striking ‘‘the Office
of Personnel Management’’ and inserting:
“the Director of the Office of Personnel Man-
agement on the basis of qualification stand-
ards developed by the agency involved in ac-
cordance with criteria specified in regula-
tions prescribed by the Director’’;

(3) in section 3325—

(A) in subsection (a), in the second sen-
tence, by striking ‘‘or its designee for this
purpose’ and inserting the following: ‘‘on
the basis of standards developed by the agen-
cy involved in accordance with criteria spec-
ified in regulations prescribed by the Direc-
tor of the Office of Personnel Management’’;
and

(B) by adding at the end the following:

“‘(c) The Director of the Office of Personnel
Management shall prescribe such regulations
as may be necessary to carry out the purpose
of this section.”’; and

(4) in section 5108(a)(2) by inserting ‘‘pub-
lished by the Director of the Office of Per-
sonnel Management in such form as the Di-
rector may determine’” after ‘‘and proce-
dures”’.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE AND APPLICATION.—

(1) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect on the
first day of the first pay period beginning on
or after the 180th day following the date of
enactment of this Act.

(2) NO REDUCTIONS IN RATES OF PAY.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made
by this section may not result, at the time
such amendments take effect, in a reduction
in the rate of basic pay for an individual
holding a position to which section 5376 of
title 5, United States Code, applies.

(B) DETERMINATION OF RATE OF PAY.—For
the purposes of subparagraph (A), the rate of
basic pay for an individual described in that
subparagraph shall be deemed to be the rate
of basic pay set for the individual under sec-
tion 5376 of title 5, United States Code, plus
any applicable locality pay paid to that indi-
vidual on the day before the effective date
under paragraph (1), subject to regulations

“or (vi)” and inserting

and inserting
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that the Director of the Office of Personnel
Management may prescribe.

(3) REFERENCES TO MAXIMUM RATES.—Ex-
cept as otherwise provided by law, any ref-
erence in a provision of law to the maximum
rate under section 5376 of title 5, United
States Code—

(A) as provided before the effective date of
the amendments made by this section, shall
be considered a reference to the rate of basic
pay for level IV of the Executive Schedule;
and

(B) as provided on or after the effective
date of the amendments made by this sec-
tion, shall be considered a reference to—

(i) the rate of basic pay for level III of the
Executive Schedule; or

(ii) if the head of the agency responsible
for administering the applicable pay system
certifies that the employees are covered by a
performance appraisal system meeting the
certification criteria established by regula-
tion under section 5307(d), level II of the Ex-
ecutive Schedule.

SEC. 3. LIMITATIONS ON CERTAIN PAYMENTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5307(d) of title 5,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking all after
“‘purposes of”’ and inserting: ‘‘applying the
limitation in the calendar year involved, has
a performance appraisal system certified
under this subsection as making, in its de-
sign and application, meaningful distinc-
tions based on relative performance.”’; and

(2) in paragraph (3)(B)—

(A) by striking all beginning with ‘““‘An”’
through ‘2 calendar years’” and inserting
“The certification of an agency performance
appraisal system under this subsection shall
be for a period not to exceed 24 months be-
ginning on the date of certification, unless
extended by the Director of the Office of Per-
sonnel Management for up to 6 additional
months’’; and

(B) by striking ‘¢, for purposes of either or
both of those years,”’.

(b) EXTENSION OF CERTIFICATION.—

(1) EXTENSION TO 2009.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—For any certification of a
performance appraisal system under section
5307(d) of title 5, United States Code, in ef-
fect on the date of enactment of this Act and
scheduled to expire at the end of calendar
year 2008, the Director of the Office of Per-
sonnel Management may provide that such a
certification shall be extended without re-
quiring additional justification by the agen-
cy.

(B) LIMITATION.—The expiration of any ex-
tension under this paragraph shall be not
later than the later of—

(i) June 30, 2009; or

(ii) the first anniversary of the date of the
certification.

(2) EXTENSION TO 2010.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—For any certification of a
performance appraisal system under section
5307(d) of title 5, United States Code, in ef-
fect on the date of enactment and scheduled
to expire at the end of calendar year 2009, the
Director of the Office of Personnel Manage-
ment may provide that such a certification
shall be extended without requiring addi-
tional justification by the agency.

(B) LIMITATION.—The expiration of any ex-
tension under this paragraph shall be not
later than the later of—

(i) June 30, 2010; or

(ii) the second anniversary of the date of
the certification.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect on the
date of enactment of this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. TowNS) and the gen-
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tleman from Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. TOWNS. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. TOWNS. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I rise in support of S. 1046, the Senior
Professional Performance Act of 2008,
introduced by Senator GEORGE
VOINOVICH of Ohio.

This legislation passed the Senate
with an amendment by unanimous con-
sent on July 11, 2008, and was referred
to the House Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

This legislation amends Federal pay
provisions to raise the cap on base pay
for certain senior-level scientific and
professional government employees
while eliminating locality-based com-
parability payments for the employees.

The legislation makes small changes
in the procedures for new appointments
of senior-level scientific and profes-
sional provisions classified above GS-
15. The legislation also allows the di-
rector of the Office of Personnel Man-
agement to extend the certification of
an agency’s performance appraisal sys-
tem, which is otherwise limited to 24
months under the bill, for up to 6
months.

The Congressional Budget Office esti-
mates that implementing this legisla-
tion would cost the Federal Govern-
ment roughly $7 million between 2008
and 2012, which would be paid from dis-
cretionary appropriations. This legisla-
tion would not affect direct spending or
revenues.

In 2003, Congress enacted legislation
to reform the pay-for-performance
management system for the Senior Ex-
ecutive Service. This legislation, as
amended, authorizes agencies to de-
velop and implement similar pay and
performance management systems for
senior level scientific and professional
personnel in order to retain these tal-
ented and capable employees.

With the prediction on the high num-
bers of Federal workers eligible for re-
tirement, it is important that the Fed-
eral Government have tools in place to
recruit and retain a highly skilled
workforce. S. 1046 provides agencies
with the flexibility needed to meet fu-
ture workforce needs of the Federal
Government. We recognize that pay-
for-performance systems are still under
review. However, this bill serves as a
first step to improving innovative Fed-
eral compensation systems.

Therefore, Madam Speaker, I urge
my colleagues to join me in supporting
this legislation by agreeing to pass S.
1046.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. SHAYS. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
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Today we take up the Senior Profes-
sional Performance Act of 2008. It’s a
commonsense reform, and I'm pleased
to support it, and so are other members
of the committee.

The purpose of this bill is to align
the pay system for certain Federal em-
ployees with that of the Senior Execu-
tive Servicemembers—those who pro-
vide the executive management of the
Federal Government.

The employees covered by this bill—
senior professionals classified as sci-
entific and professional personnel (ST)
and senior-level personnel (SL)—are
recognized as providing essential spe-
cialized skills needed to address the
Federal Government’s imminent chal-
lenges.

The ST employee is a specially quali-
fied, non-executive who conducts re-
search and development functions in
the physical, biological, medical, or en-
gineering sciences, or a closely related
field.

The SL employee is a high-level non-
executive who is not involved in funda-
mental research and development—like
a high-level special assistant or a sen-
ior attorney in a highly specialized
field. The Senior Executives Associa-
tion, whose members include SL and
ST employees, have asked for this pay
comparability, as has the Office of Per-
sonnel Management.

I intend to support this legislation. I
believe other Members on our com-
mittee do as well, and we urge our col-
leagues to do so as well.

I reserve my time.

Mr. TOWNS. Madam Speaker, does
the gentleman from Connecticut have
additional speakers?

Mr. SHAYS. Madam Speaker, I don’t
have any additional speakers.

I would just like to say this is an es-
sential bill to make sure that we are
getting the kind of employees in our
government who can do the kinds of
jobs that we need to do. They need to
be properly reimbursed, and I thank
the gentleman.

I yield back.

Mr. TOWNS. Let me just say that to
the critics, this might not be a total
solution, but I say to you that it is a
giant step in the right direction. I'm
happy that my colleague from Con-
necticut, who also agrees with this,
and others who have worked very hard
to bring us to where we are today, I
would like to salute our staff who
worked very hard as well, and to say
that, yes, it might not be a total solu-
tion, but it is a step in the right direc-
tion, a giant step, and that we should
move as quickly as possible to make
certain that this becomes law by pass-
ing it out of this House today.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
TowNSs) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the Senate bill, S. 1046.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.
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Mr. SHAYS. Madam Speaker, I object
to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

———

BULLETPROOF VEST
PARTNERSHIP GRANT ACT OF 2008

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 6045) to amend title I of the
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe
Streets Act of 1968 to extend the au-
thorization of the Bulletproof Vest
Partnership Grant Program through
fiscal year 2012.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 6045

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Bulletproof

Vest Partnership Grant Act of 2008,

SEC. 2. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATION OF AP-
PROPRIATIONS FOR BULLETPROOF
VEST PARTNERSHIP GRANT PRO-
GRAM.

Section 1001(a)(23) of title I of the Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968
(42 U.S.C. 3793(a)(23)) is amended by striking
‘2009’ and inserting ‘‘2012”°.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) and the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. CANNON) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 days to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I
yvield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Members of the House, I rise to com-
mend the gentleman from Indiana,
PETER VISCLOSKY, for helping us pro-
vide more bulletproof vests to police-
men. It’s kind of amazing that we need
to pass a law to get more bulletproof
vests for policemen.

More than 800,000 police officers put
their lives at risk daily to protect our
community. Many of them are pro-
tected by bullet-resistant armor, but
an alarming number of officers are not
afforded this protection because of
local budget constraints. So this bill
created by the gentleman from Indiana
tries to take care of this problem.

The Bulletproof Vest Partnership
Grant Program was established back in

September 25, 2008

1998 to assist State and local law en-
forcement agencies in securing protec-
tive equipment necessary to safeguard
the lives of officers. And the program
administered by the Department of
Justice provides up to half of the
matching grants—50 percent of the
matching grants for the purchase of
protective vests. Since then, the pro-
gram has enabled thousands of jurisdic-
tions across our Nation to purchase
more than 1.5 million such vests.

It’s estimated 3,000 law enforcement
officers have survived shootings in part
due to their bulletproof vest. In rec-
ognition of its vital role in the protec-
tion of these officers, the Bulletproof
Vest Program has been extended, and
it’s set to expire at the end of fiscal
year 2009 unless we extend it again.

Here we reauthorize the program for
an additional 3 years so that to help
more of our law enforcement officers,
and I doubt if there’s a Member in this
House that isn’t in full support of this
measure.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CANNON. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

On Tuesday, the life of an Alexan-
dria, Virginia, police officer was spared
because he was wearing a bulletproof
vest when he was shot in the chest. The
officer was shot during a traffic stop on
Interstate 395 just outside of Wash-
ington, DC, by a man who later took
his own life. Fortunately, the officer is
expected to make a full recovery.

There are more than 900,000 State and
local law enforcement officers who risk
their lives every day to keep our com-
munity safe, yet we often lose sight of
how quickly something as routine as a
traffic stop can turn deadly for a police
officer. Each year approximately 16,000
State and local officers are injured in
the line of duty. In 2007, for instance, 55
police officers were killed by firearms
in the line of duty.

Thankfully, many police officers and
sheriff’s deputies are saved each year
by bulletproof vests. The Bulletproof
Vest Partnership was created by the
Bulletproof Vest Partnership Grant
Act of 1998 as a Department of Justice
program to provide funding for bullet-
proof vests and other body armor to
State and local law enforcement.
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Since 1999, 40,000 State and local gov-
ernments have participated in the Bul-
letproof Vest Program. The program,
administered by the Office of Justice
Programs, has awarded Federal grants
to support the purchase of an esti-
mated 1.5 million vests, including over
800 vests to law enforcement agencies
in my home State of Utah, making my
police and many police around the
country safer.

H.R. 6045 reauthorizes the Bullet-
proof Vest Partnership Grant Program
through fiscal year 2012. This legisla-
tion enjoys broad bipartisan support
and endorsements from a number of
law enforcement organizations, includ-
ing the Fraternal Order of Police.
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It is important that we reauthorize
this simple and effective program to
protect our men and women in law en-
forcement. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I
yield to the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. VISCLOSKY) as much time as he
may consume.

Mr. VISCLOSKY. I appreciate the
chairman yielding very much.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in
strong support of H.R. 6045, the Bullet-
proof Vest Partnership Grant Act of
2008. I am a very proud sponsor of this
legislation.

At the outset, I want to express my
heartfelt gratification and thanks to
my friend, the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. LoOBIONDO) for his lead in
cosponsorship of H.R. 6045. Mr.
LoBIONDO and I have been partners in
this endeavor since 1997.

I would also like to thank the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary chairman, Mr.
CONYERS, as well as Mr. CANNON, Rank-
ing Member LAMAR SMITH, chairman of
the subcommittee BOBBY ScCOTT, and
subcommittee Ranking Member LOUIE
GOHMERT for their strong support and
efforts on behalf of this important leg-
islation.

Finally, I would like to thank the 170
bipartisan cosponsors of this measure
and the law enforcement organizations
that have expressed their strong sup-
port.

If I could take a step back, the Bul-
letproof Vest Partnership Grant Act
was introduced in November 1997 after
meeting with Northwest Indiana chiefs
of police and hearing that many gang
members and drug dealers had the pro-
tection of bulletproof vests, while
many police officers did not. I was even
more troubled to learn the reason why
so many officers do not have access to
bulletproof vests. It was because they
are prohibitively expensive. A good
vest can cost in excess of $500. Many
small departments, as well as larger
ones, simply cannot afford to purchase
vests for all of their officers, a fact
that sometimes forces officers to pur-
chase their own.

Our original legislation was signed
into law by President Clinton in June
of 1998, and as you know, the purpose of
the act is to protect the lives of law en-
forcement officers by helping State and
local government equip them with bul-
letproof vests. Bulletproof vests and
body armor have saved thousands of
lives since the introduction of the mod-
ern material; however, they cannot
protect the lives of those who do not
have access to them.

The Fraternal Order of Police have
stated that ‘“‘body armor is one of the
most important pieces of equipment an
officer can have and often mean the
difference between life and death.”

The grant program has directly bene-
fited every State and territory of the
United States, and this critical pro-
gram provides State and local and trib-
al law enforcement officers with need-
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ed protection by aiding the purchase of
protective equipment.

In closing, I again want to thank my
good friend Mr. LoOBIONDO for his
strong leadership and work on this
measure over the years and the police
officers who risk their lives for us
every day, all of us. They are the moth-
ers and fathers, and they are the sons
and daughters. It is our obligation to
the officers and their families to give
them access to the equipment that will
safeguard their life.

Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues
for their strong support of this meas-
ure.

Mr. CANNON. Madam Speaker, I
yield for so much time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from New Jer-
sey (Mr. LOBIONDO).

Mr. LOBIONDO. Madam Speaker, to
my colleague Mr. CANNON, thank you
very much.

I would also like to particularly
thank Mr. VISCLOSKY. In 1997 when we
first started talking about this, there
was a dramatic and very sad incident
that took place in my district, the Sec-
ond Congressional District of New Jer-
sey, and I believe that Mr. VISCLOSKY
had a similar situation in his district.

Through the 1990s, a variety of
groups had been sort of cobbling to-
gether the ability to buy vests for offi-
cers by selling doughnuts and for cake
sales and a number of different ways
because they understood the need, but
there wasn’t a resource to be able to do
this. Unfortunately, in 1996, at a State
prison in my district, Officer Fred
Baker, a corrections officer who was on
duty, who was not wearing a vest, was
stabbed in the back by an inmate and
that stab was fatal.

We can only speculate what the fate
would have been of Officer Baker if he
had a vest on. I happen to believe that
he would be alive today. And when I
got back from that break at home, I
got together with Mr. VISCLOSKY, and
we embarked upon this road to con-
vince our colleagues of the importance
of this program.

You’ve heard the statistics, 40,000 ju-
risdictions, 1.5 million vests, and peo-
ple ask, Well, why is it important to
keep doing this? Once you’ve done a
vest, why isn’t that enough? Well, they
have a shelf life. When you put a vest
to an officer, it doesn’t last forever.
The technology increases and they
wear out.

This is a critically important pro-
gram. At a time when all of America
wonders whether what’s happening in
Washington really works on Main
Street and in the real world, this is a
program that we can point to with ab-
solute certainty that has conclusive,
positive benefit. It saves the lives of
our police officers.

This is something that works. This is
something that Main Street under-
stands. This is something that law en-
forcement understands, and this is one
of those programs where we can do the
right thing and continue it.

When an officer is sworn in and re-
ceives their badge and their gun, they

H9885

should be receiving a vest. All across
America people get up every morning
and don’t expect to have a problem, but
if that problem occurs and they need
that thin blue line, they expect our law
enforcement to respond as quickly as
they can, and part of that response for
law enforcement ought to be the pro-
tection that a vest provides. It’s the
least that we can do.

I strongly support this bill. T thank
Mr. VISCLOSKY, I thank Mr. CONYERS, I
thank Mr. SMITH of Texas, and all
those who are responsible for having
this move to the floor today.

Mr. CONYERS. We yield back our
time.

Mr. CANNON of Utah. Madam Speak-
er, I wanted to just thank Mr. Vis-
CLOSKY and also Mr. LoBIONDO who suf-
fered tragic losses and resulted in very
important protection for my police and
police around the country.

Ms. LORETTA T. SANCHEZ of California.
Madam Speaker, | rise in support of H.R.
6045, the Bulletproof Vest Partnership Grant
Act of 2008.

Bulletproof vests and body armor have
saved thousands of law enforcement officers
since the introduction and improvement of bul-
letproof material.

The Bulletproof Vest Partnership Grant Pro-
gram provides our brave law enforcement offi-
cers with the vital equipment they need to
save lives in the line of fire.

This grant program was created in 1999 by
the Department of Justice to provide protec-
tion to state, local and tribal law enforcement
officers by assisting officers in purchasing the
protective equipment they need.

Since its inception, the grant program has
purchased more than 1.5 million bulletproof
vests for over 40,000 jurisdictions in the
United States. In 2007 alone, the program pro-
vided $28.6 million to state and local law en-
forcement agencies across America and pur-
chased over 180,000 new bulletproof vests.

In my district, this grant program has award-
ed more than $45,000 to law enforcement offi-
cials in the cities of Anaheim and Santa Ana.
As a result, these cities were able to purchase
more than 400 vests for their officers.

| am pleased that the House of Representa-
tives is acting to reauthorize the Bulletproof
Vest Partnership Grant Program for another
three years.

Brave law enforcement officers risk their
lives on a daily basis to protect our commu-
nities, and this grant program ensures that
their communities can help protect them.

Mr. CANNON. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
CONYERS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 6045.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. CANNON. Madam Speaker, I ob-
ject to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the



H9886

Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

———————

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 34
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess subject to the call of the Chair.

————
O 1205

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. HOLDEN) at 12 o’clock and
5 minutes p.m.

———

EXPRESSING SENSE OF CONGRESS
THAT THE PRESIDENT SHOULD
GRANT A POSTHUMOUS PARDON
TO JOHN ARTHUR “JACK” JOHN-
SON

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and agree to the concurrent resolution
(H. Con. Res. 214) expressing the sense
of Congress that the President should
grant a posthumous pardon to John Ar-
thur ‘‘Jack” Johnson for the 1913 ra-
cially motivated conviction of John-
son, which diminished his athletic, cul-
tural, and historic significance, and
tarnished his reputation.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

H. CoN. RESs. 214

Whereas John Arthur ‘“‘Jack’ Johnson was
a flamboyant, defiant, and controversial fig-
ure in American history who challenged ra-
cial biases;

Whereas Jack Johnson was born in Gal-
veston, Texas, in 1878 to parents who were
former slaves;

Whereas Jack Johnson was a professional
boxer who traveled throughout the United
States and the world, fighting both Black
and White heavyweight boxers;

Whereas in 1908, after being denied the op-
portunity to fight two White boxing cham-
pions on purely racial grounds, Jack John-
son was granted an opportunity by an Aus-
tralian promoter to fight Tommy Burns, the
reigning world heavyweight champion;

Whereas Jack Johnson defeated Burns to
become the first African American to hold
the title of world heavyweight champion;

Whereas the victory of Jack Johnson over
Burns prompted the search for a White boxer
who could beat him, a recruitment effort
dubbed the search for the ‘‘Great White
Hope’’;

Whereas in Reno, Nevada, in 1910, in what
was referred to by many as the ‘‘Battle of
the Century”, a White former heavyweight
champion named James ‘‘Jim”’ Jeffries came
back from retirement to fight, and lose to,
Jack Johnson;

Whereas the defeat of Jeffries by Jack
Johnson sparked rioting and aggression to-
ward African Americans and led to racially
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motivated murders of African Americans na-
tionwide;

Whereas the resentment felt toward Jack
Johnson by many Whites was compounded
by his relationships with White women;

Whereas between 1901 and 1910, 754 African
Americans were lynched, some simply for
being ‘‘too familiar’’ with White women;

Whereas in 1910, Congress passed the
White-slave traffic Act (commonly known as
the “Mann Act’’), which outlawed the trans-
portation of women in interstate or foreign
commerce ‘‘for the purpose of prostitution or
debauchery, or for any other immoral pur-
pose’’;

Whereas in October 1912, Jack Johnson be-
came involved with a White woman, Lucille
Cameron, whose mother disapproved of the
relationship, claimed that Johnson had ab-
ducted her daughter, and sought action from
the Department of Justice;

Whereas Jack Johnson was arrested by
United States marshals on October 18, 1912,
for transporting Lucille Cameron across
State lines for an ‘“‘immoral purpose’ in vio-
lation of the Mann Act, but Cameron refused
to cooperate with authorities, the charges
were dropped, and Cameron later married the
champion;

Whereas Federal authorities continued to
pursue Jack Johnson and summoned Belle
Schreiber, a White woman, to testify that
Johnson had transported her across State
lines for the purposes of ‘‘prostitution and
debauchery’’;

Whereas in 1913, Jack Johnson was con-
victed of violating the Mann Act and was
sentenced to 1 year and 1 day in Federal pris-
on, but fled the country to Canada and then
to various European and South American
countries;

Whereas Jack Johnson lost the heavy-
weight championship title to Jess Willard in
Cuba in 1915;

Whereas Jack Johnson returned to the
United States in July 1920, surrendered to
the authorities, and served nearly 1 year in
the United States Penitentiary at Leaven-
worth, Kansas;

Whereas Jack Johnson fought boxing
matches after his release from prison, but
never regained the heavyweight champion-
ship title;

Whereas Jack Johnson supported this Na-
tion during World War II by encouraging
citizens to buy war bonds and by partici-
pating in exhibition boxing matches to pro-
mote the sale of war bonds;

Whereas Jack Johnson died in an auto-
mobile accident in 1946; and

Whereas in 1954, Jack Johnson was in-
ducted into the Boxing Hall of Fame: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That it is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) John Arthur ‘“‘Jack’ Johnson paved the
way for African American athletes to par-
ticipate and succeed in racially integrated
professional sports in the United States;

(2) Jack Johnson was wronged by a racially
motivated conviction prompted by his suc-
cess in the boxing ring and his relationships
with White women;

(3) the criminal conviction of Jack John-
son unjustly ruined his career and destroyed
his reputation; and

(4) the President should grant a post-
humous pardon to Jack Johnson to expunge
from the annals of American criminal justice
a racially motivated abuse of the prosecu-
torial authority of the Federal Government,
and to recognize Jack Johnson’s athletic and
cultural contributions to society.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. ZOE LOFGREN) and the

September 25, 2008

gentleman from TUtah (Mr. CANNON)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members have 5 legislative days to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

I rise today in support of this resolu-
tion expressing the sense of Congress
that the President should grant a post-
humous pardon to John Arthur ‘“Jack”
Johnson for the 1913 racially motivated
conviction of Mr. Johnson, which di-
minished his athletic, cultural and his-
toric significance and tarnished his
reputation.

More importantly, Mr. Speaker,
adoption of this resolution and grant-
ing of this posthumous pardon by the
President would remove a nearly cen-
tury-old stain from the reputation of
this Nation. Although the harm in-
flicted on Mr. Johnson can never be un-
done, it is nevertheless important that
we set the record straight and ac-
knowledge that he was wrongfully con-
victed in a disgraceful climate of racial
hatred.

John Arthur ‘‘Jack’ Johnson was a
flamboyant, defiant and controversial
figure in American history who chal-
lenged racial biases. The son of former
slaves, Jack Johnson was a profes-
sional boxer who traveled throughout
the United States and the world, fight-
ing both black and white heavyweight
boxers. He was without question one of
the greatest boxers this Nation has
ever produced.

The resentment felt towards Mr.
Johnson by many whites was not lim-
ited to his successes in the ring. It was
compounded by his relationship with
white women, an issue which aroused
not just anger, but brutal violence. Be-
tween 1901 and 1910, 754 African Ameri-
cans were lynched, some simply for
being perceived as ‘‘too familiar’’ with
white women.

In 1912, Jack Johnson was arrested by
United States marshals and charged
with transporting his future wife, Lu-
cille Cameron, across State lines for an
“immoral purpose’ in violation of the
Mann Act. Ms. Cameron refused to co-
operate with the authorities, the
charges were dropped, and she later
married the champion.

Federal authorities continued to pur-
sue Jack Johnson and subsequently
sought to prosecute him based on
charges of ‘‘prostitution and debauch-
ery.” This time they were able to ob-
tain a conviction, and Mr. Johnson was
forced to flee the country.

He returned to the United States in
July 1920, surrendered to the authori-
ties, and served nearly 1 year in the
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United States Penitentiary at Leaven-
worth, Kansas. Jack Johnson fought
boxing matches after his release from
prison, but never regained the heavy-
weight championship title.

Although this Nation failed him,
Jack Johnson remained a patriotic
American. He supported this Nation
during World War II by encouraging
citizens to buy war bonds and by par-
ticipating in exhibition boxing
matches to promote the sale of war
bonds. He died in 1946. In 1954, Jack
Johnson was finally inducted into the
Boxing Hall of Fame, a fitting recogni-
tion of the outstanding accomplish-
ments of this great sportsman.

It is time that we also recognize the
wrong that was done and do what is in
our power to make amends for this
wrongful conviction, which destroyed a
great boxing career, but not a coura-
geous and indomitable sportsman.

I urge my colleagues to support the
measure.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

The gentlewoman from California has
eloquently set forth the facts, the sim-
ple facts that relate to why we are here
today. This is a profoundly important
piece of legislation because it trans-
forms a wrong in American history.

I would just like to say that one of
the profoundly important things in our
time, one of the things that I am most
proud of and most pleased with, in fact
one of the things that gives me the
greatest pleasure in life, is the fact
that we are in a time when a person’s
ethnicity is less important than his or
her capabilities.

I think it is time that we ask the
President to pardon Jack Johnson, be-
cause he represents some of the dif-
ficulty in our past. I am impressed that
he was killed in a car accident after he
sped away from a restaurant that re-
fused to serve him. Every American
today is uncomfortable with that. It
was a standard at one point in time. It
is not the standard in America today,
something that I think is wonderful in
our country.

At a time with other crises going on
around us, I am pleased to ask for our
colleagues to support this bill and do
something right, or recognize that
some wrong was done in America and
do something about that.

| support the passage of House Concurrent
Resolution 214, which calls on the President
to grant a posthumous pardon to Jack John-
son for a racially motivated conviction for vio-
lating the Mann Act.

Jack Johnson was the first African American
boxer to become the heavyweight champion of
the world. But the Mann Act conviction dimin-
ished Mr. Johnson’s athletic, cultural, and his-
toric significance and tarnished his reputation.

Jack Johnson was born in Galveston, TX, in
1878. The son of former slaves, Johnson grew
up poor. He attended school only until the fifth
grade and began boxing as a young teenager.

By 1902, Johnson had won at least 50
fights against both white and black opponents.
However, his efforts to win the heavyweight
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title were thwarted as world champion Jim
Jeffries refused to face him. In 1905, Jeffries
retired from the sport rather than give Johnson
a title fight.

In 1908, Johnson finally won the heavy-
weight title when he knocked out Tommy
Burns in Sydney, Australia. However, Johnson
was not officially recognized as champion until
1910, when he bested Jim Jeffries who came
out of retirement specifically for the fight.

Johnson went on to defend his title a num-
ber of times. But in 1913, at the height of his
career, the boxer was convicted of violating
the Mann Act—a law that outlawed the trans-
portation of women across state lines for “any
immoral purpose.”

After his conviction, Jack Johnson fled the
country and spent several years abroad as a
fugitive. In 1915, he lost his title to Jess Wil-
lard in Cuba.

Five years later, Johnson returned to the
United States, surrendered to authorities, and
served 1 year and 1 day in prison. He was
never given another shot at the heavyweight
title, and he never cleared his name. He died
in a traffic accident in 1946 at age 68. He was
furiously speeding away from a restaurant that
refused to serve him.

In 2004, filmmaker Ken Burns initiated the
movement for a pardon after producing a doc-
umentary about Jack Johnson’s life. That year,
the Senate approved Senate Resolution 447,
an earlier version of today’s resolution, by
unanimous consent.

In 2005, a bipartisan group of Senators, led
by Senator MCCAIN, wrote a letter to the Presi-
dent to request a pardon. The letter stated
that a pardon “would be a strong and nec-
essary symbol to the world of America’s con-
tinuing resolve to live up to the noble ideals of
freedom, opportunity and equal justice for all.”

Although it has been over 90 years since
Jack Johnson’s conviction and over 50 years
since his death, a Presidential pardon would
be untimely but still just.

| join my colleagues in supporting this reso-
lution and ask that the President grant a long-
awaited pardon to Jack Johnson.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker, today
| rise in support of H. Con. Res. 214, a resolu-
tion granting a posthumous pardon to John Ar-
thur “Jack” Johnson for his 1913 racially moti-
vated conviction. On September 17, 2007, | in-
troduced this resolution with Congressman
JESSE JACKSON, and | join today with 40 of my
cosponsoring colleagues in urging the House
to pass this resolution today.

Jack Johnson became the first black World
Heavyweight Boxing Champion in 1908 after
defeating Tommy Burns in Australia and kept
the title until 1915. He was a flamboyant and
controversial figure in American history who
paved the way for African-American athletes
to participate and succeed in racially inte-
grated professional sports in the United
States.

Prompted by his success in the boxing ring
and his relationship with a white woman, Jack
Johnson was wronged by a racially motivated
conviction under the Mann Act. He was con-
victed in 1913 after fleeing to Canada, Europe
and South America and served one year in
prison. Being convicted ruined his career and
wrongly destroyed his reputation.

Because of this, we believe the President
should grant a posthumous pardon to Jack
Johnson to clear his name and recognize his
athletic and cultural contributions to society. |
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am proud to have sponsored this resolution on
his behalf

Mr. Speaker, | urge all my colleagues to
support this resolution.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr.
Speaker, I urge adoption of this meas-
ure. I appreciate Mr. CANNON’s com-
ments, and yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
ZOE LOFGREN) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the concurrent
resolution, H. Con. Res. 214.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I object
to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

————————

EFFECTIVE CHILD PORNOGRAPHY
PROSECUTION ACT OF 2007

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and concur in the Senate amendment
to the bill (H.R. 4120) to amend title 18,
United States Code, to provide for
more effective prosecution of cases in-
volving child pornography, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the Senate amendment is
as follows:

Senate amendment:

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following:

SECTION 1. TABLE OF CONTENTS.

The table of contents for this Act is as follows:
Sec. 1. Table of contents.

TITLE [—EFFECTIVE CHILD
PORNOGRAPHY PROSECUTION ACT OF 2007
Sec. 101. Short title.

Sec. 102. Findings.

Sec. 103. Clarifying ban of child pornography.

TITLE II—ENHANCING THE EFFECTIVE

PROSECUTION OF CHILD PORNOGRAPHY

ACT OF 2007
Sec. 201. Short title.

Sec. 202. Money laundering predicate.

Sec. 203. Knowingly accessing child pornog-
raphy with the intent to view
child pornography.

TITLE I—EFFECTIVE CHILD PORNOG-

RAPHY PROSECUTION ACT OF 2007

SEC. 101. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Effective Child
Pornography Prosecution Act of 2007°.

SEC. 102. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1) Child pornography is estimated to be a
multibillion dollar industry of global propor-
tions, facilitated by the growth of the Internet.

(2) Data has shown that 83 percent of child
pornography possessors had images of children
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younger than 12 years old, 39 percent had im-
ages of children younger than 6 years old, and
19 percent had images of children younger than
3 years old.

(3) Child pornography is a permanent record
of a child’s abuse and the distribution of child
pornography images revictimizes the child each
time the image is viewed.

(4) Child pornography is readily available
through virtually every Internet technology, in-
cluding Web sites, email, instant messaging,
Internet Relay Chat, newsgroups, bulletin
boards, and peer-to-peer.

(5) The technological ease, lack of expense,
and anonymity in obtaining and distributing
child pornography over the Internet has re-
sulted in an explosion in the multijurisdictional
distribution of child pornography.

(6) The Internet is well recognized as a meth-
od of distributing goods and services across
State lines.

(7) The transmission of child pornography
using the Internet constitutes transportation in
interstate commerce.

SEC. 103. CLARIFYING BAN OF CHILD PORNOG-
RAPHY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 110 of title 18,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in section 2251—

(A4) in each of subsections (a), (b), and (d), by
inserting ‘‘using any means or facility of inter-
state or foreign commerce or’’ after ‘‘be trans-
ported’’;

(B) in each of subsections (a) and (b), by in-
serting ‘‘using any means or facility of inter-
state or foreign commerce or’’ after ‘‘been trans-
ported’’;

(C) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘computer’
each place that term appears and inserting
‘“‘using any means or facility of interstate or for-
eign commerce’’; and

(D) in subsection (d), by inserting ‘‘using any
means or facility of interstate or foreign com-
merce or’’ after ‘‘is transported’’;

(2) in section 2251A(c), by inserting ‘‘using
any means or facility of interstate or foreign
commerce or’’ after “‘or transported’’;

(3) in section 2252(a)—

(A4) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘using any
means or facility of interstate or foreign com-
merce or’’ after ‘‘ships’’;

(B) in paragraph (2)—

(i) by inserting ‘‘using any means or facility
of interstate or foreign commerce or’’ after ‘‘dis-
tributes, any visual depiction’’; and

(i) by inserting ‘‘using any means or facility
of interstate or foreign commerce or’’ after ‘‘de-
piction for distribution’’;

(C) in paragraph (3)—

(i) by inserting ‘‘using any means or facility
of interstate or foreign commerce’ after ‘‘so
shipped or transported’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘by any means,’’; and

(D) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘using any
means or facility of interstate or foreign com-
merce or’ after ‘“has been shipped or trans-
ported’’; and

(4) in section 2252A(a)—

(4) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘“‘using any
means or facility of interstate or foreign com-
merce or’’ after ‘‘ships’’;

(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘“using any
means or facility of interstate or foreign com-
merce’’ after ‘“‘mailed, or’’ each place it appears;

(C) in paragraph (3), by inserting “‘using any
means or facility of interstate or foreign com-
merce or’’ after ‘“‘mails, or’’ each place it ap-
pears;

(D) in each of paragraphs (4) and (5), by in-
serting ‘‘using any means or facility of inter-
state or foreign commerce or’’ after ‘‘has been
mailed, or shipped or transported’’; and

(E) in paragraph (6), by inserting “‘using any
means or facility of interstate or foreign com-
merce or’’ after ‘“has been mailed, shipped, or
transported’’.

(b) AFFECTING INTERSTATE COMMERCE.—
Chapter 110 of title 18, United States Code, is

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

amended in each of sections 2251, 22514, 2252,
and 2252A, by striking ‘‘in interstate’’ each
place it appears and inserting ‘‘in or affecting
interstate’’.

(¢c) CERTAIN ACTIVITIES RELATING TO MATE-
RIAL INVOLVING THE SEXUAL EXPLOITATION OF
MINORS.—Section 2252(a)(3)(B) of title 18,
United States Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘,
shipped, or transported using any means or fa-
cility of interstate or foreign commerce’ after
“that has been mailed’.

(d) CERTAIN ACTIVITIES RELATING TO MATE-
RIAL CONSTITUTING OR CONTAINING CHILD POR-
NOGRAPHY.—Section 2252A(a)(6)(C) of title 18,
United States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘or
by transmitting’’ and all that follows through
“by computer,” and inserting ‘‘or any means or
facility of interstate or foreign commerce,’’.
TITLE II—ENHANCING THE EFFECTIVE

PROSECUTION OF CHILD PORNOG-

RAPHY ACT OF 2007
SEC. 201. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the “Enhancing the
Effective Prosecution of Child Pornography Act
of 2007".

SEC. 202. MONEY LAUNDERING PREDICATE.

Section 1956(c)(7)(D) of title 18, United States
Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘section 2252A
(relating to child pornography) where the child
pornography contains a visual depiction of an
actual minor engaging in sexually explicit con-
duct, section 2260 (production of certain child
pornography for importation into the United
States),”” before “‘section 2280°".

SEC. 203. KNOWINGLY ACCESSING CHILD POR-
NOGRAPHY WITH THE INTENT TO
VIEW CHILD PORNOGRAPHY.

(a) MATERIALS INVOLVING SEXUAL EXPLOI-
TATION OF MINORS.—Section 2252(a)(4) of title
18, United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A), by inserting
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, or

knowingly accesses with intent to view,” after
“possesses’’; and

(2) in subparagraph (B), by inserting *‘, or
knowingly accesses with intent to view,”’ after

““possesses’’.

(b) MATERIALS CONSTITUTING OR CONTAINING
CHILD PORNOGRAPHY.—Section 2252A(a)(5) of
title 18, United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘, or
knowingly accesses with intent to view,”’ after
“possesses’’; and

(2) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘, or
knowingly accesses with intent to view,”’ after
“possesses’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. ZOE LOFGREN) and the
gentleman from TUtah (Mr. CANNON)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members have 5 legislative days to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, the bill we are consid-
ering today combines two bills the
House passed last November to
strengthen the Justice Department’s
ability to prosecute child pornography.
The first fixes a glaring loophole in the
Federal statute prohibiting possession
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of child pornography, which a Federal
appeals court last year said requires as
an essential element of the offense
proof that the images, here kept on a
computer desk, had actually crossed
State lines.

Our colleague, NANCY BoyDA of Kan-
sas, introduced H.R. 4120 to clarify that
this statute covers conduct ‘“‘in or af-
fecting interstate commerce,” not just
“in commerce.”” This small change will
have great legal significance, allowing
that statute to reach the full extent of
Congress’ commerce clause powers.

Trafficking in child pornography is
national and international in scope,
and even conduct that may appear
wholly intrastate necessarily affects
interstate commerce. This will ensure
that our laws reach to their maximum
extent, and it is important, because
child pornography is one of the worst
things that exists in our culture.

The Senate also inserted another
House-passed bill, H.R. 4136, introduced
by CHRIS CARNEY of Pennsylvania. It
adds child pornography proceeds to the
money laundering statutes and fixes
another loophole that allowed Internet
users to get around the laws against
possessing child pornography simply by
not downloading or saving the images.

Mr. Speaker, these two combined
measures will be a tremendous help in
the effort to put a stop to this dis-
gusting, abominable exploitation of
children and to bring to justice those
who traffic in it.

I want to commend Congresswoman
NANCY BoyDA and Congressman CHRIS-
TOPHER CARNEY for their sustained
commitment to pursuing this effort so
that we can see it enacted into law
now.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I would just like to thank the gentle-
woman from California for taking the
lead here today on this issue. It is an
important issue, and she has laid out
the facts behind the need for this
today.

We live in a world of very quickly
transforming technology. The courts
sometimes have difficulty keeping up
with that, and we have to act to create
the legal environment for the courts to
appropriately act. This bill does that. I
encourage my colleagues to support it
when it comes to a vote.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of H.R. 4120,
the Effective Child Pornography Prosecution
Act of 2007. The House passed this legislation
in November of last year to combat the perva-
siveness of child pornography on the Internet.

Child abuse and exploitation are among the
most heinous crimes committed in this coun-
try. And in recent years, the Internet, with its
virtually unregulated access to information and
to people all over the world, has become a
foul source for this type of criminal activity.
However, in many instances, Federal prosecu-
tors are prevented from seeking justice.

In a decision by the 10th Circuit United
States Court of Appeals in United States v.
Schafer, the Court ruled the transmission of
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child pornography on the Internet did not sat-
isfy the interstate requirement in child pornog-
raphy laws.

H.R. 4120, the “Effective Child Pornography
Prosecution Act of 2007,” responds to that de-
cision by expanding jurisdiction for prosecuting
Internet child pornography crimes.

This bill allows the government to prosecute
cases when child pornography or is trans-
mitted “using any means or facility of inter-
state or foreign commerce.” This is the broad-
est assertion of interstate commerce power
that Congress can make consistent with the
Constitution.

H.R. 4120, as passed by the Senate, in-
cludes provisions similar to H.R. 4136, the
“Enhancing the Effective Prosecution of Child
Pornography Act of 2007” which also passed
the House last November.

This language closes a loophole used by
child pornographers to circumvent the law by
expanding current child pornography statutes.

Current law prohibits the “possession” of
child pornography. This law pre-dates the
prevalence of the Internet in transmitting child
pornography images. Today, a pedophile can
access child pornography and view it but,
under the current statute, may not be crimi-
nally liable for possessing it. This provision will
prohibit accessing such content with the intent
to view it and will no longer require an of-
fender to actually download the material.

It is no longer sufficient to warn our children
to not talk to strangers. With the expansion of
the Internet and other technologies, we must
now find new ways to protect our children
from the dangers of the world.

H.R. 4120, the “Effective Child Pornography
Prosecution Act of 2007,” provides law en-
forcement important tools for combating these
heinous crimes.

| urge my colleagues to support this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

0 1215

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr.
Speaker, I appreciate the comments
made by the gentleman from Utah. I
enjoy working with him, as he knows.
I urge Members to support this bill.

Mrs. BOYDA of Kansas. Mr. Spreaker, the
Department of Justice estimates that, in the
last year, one in five children between the
ages of 10 and 17 received a sexual solicita-
tion or approach while they were using the
Internet, With so many threats out there, Con-
gress must provide a unified message that we,
as a society, will not stand for anything less
than a safe Internet. We will do that today
when we pass five good pieces of legislation
that will help keep our children safe. | am
proud that my legislation, H.R. 4120, Effective
Child Pornography Prosecution Act will be a
part of that message.

A man from Kansas, William Schaefer, was
found guilty of both “knowingly receiving” and
“knowingly possessing” child pornography that
had been “transported in interstate commerce,
by any means including by computer.”

Sadly, the 10th Circuit Court of Appeals
overturned this decision and the offender was
not prosecuted to the fullest extent of the law.
The Court ruled that just because images are
obtained on the Internet, does not mean they
were transmitted across state lines and issued
the following statements:

We decline to assume that Internet use
automatically equates with a movement
across state lines.
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Congress’ use of the ‘““in commerce” lan-
guage, as opposed to phrasing such as ‘‘af-
fecting commerce’ or ‘‘facility of interstate
commerce,’”’ signals its decision to limit fed-
eral jurisdiction and require actual move-
ment between states to satisfy interstate
nexus.

The Court essentially asked Congress to
clarify its intent that the Internet is in fact Inter-
state Commerce and we did that with passage
of the Effective Child Pornography Prosecution
Act of 2007. This legislation closes the juris-
dictional loophole that allowed a guilty man to
escape punishment.

As concerned citizens, parents, and Mem-
bers of Congress, we must do all we can to
keep our children safe. That means we must
make a commitment to being tough on
crime—to make sure that those who violate
the law are fully prosecuted—to ensure that
the law is so clear that it deters such heinous
crimes from happening.

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr.
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
ZOE LOFGREN) that the House suspend
the rules and concur in the Senate
amendment to the bill, H.R. 4120.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I object
to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

CODE TALKERS RECOGNITION ACT
OF 2008

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on one motion to suspend
the rules previously postponed.

The unfinished business is the ques-
tion on suspending the rules and pass-
ing the bill, H.R. 4544, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
GUTIERREZ) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, HR. 4544, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-

VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
MOTIONS TO SUSPEND THE
RULES

Mr. ARCURI from the Committee on
Rules, submitted a privileged report

H9889

(Rept. No. 110-883) on the resolution (H.
Res. 1500) providing for consideration
of motions to suspend the rules, which
was referred to the House Calendar and
ordered to be printed.

——————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 7060, RENEWABLE ENERGY
AND JOB CREATION TAX ACT OF
2008

Mr. ARCURI, from the Committee on
Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 110-884) on the resolution (H.
Res. 15601) providing for consideration
of the bill (H.R. 7060) to amend the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide
incentives for energy production and
conservation, to extend certain expir-
ing provisions, to provide individual in-
come tax relief, and for other purposes,
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed.

———

WAIVING REQUIREMENT OF
CLAUSE 6(a) OF RULE XIII WITH
RESPECT TO CONSIDERATION OF
CERTAIN RESOLUTIONS

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 1490 and ask for
its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1490

Resolved, That the requirement of clause
6(a) of rule XIII for a two-thirds vote to con-
sider a report from the Committee on Rules
on the same day it is presented to the House
is waived with respect to any resolution re-
ported on any legislative day through Sep-
tember 27, 2008, providing for consideration
or disposition of a measure to provide incen-
tives for energy production and conserva-
tion, to extend certain expiring provisions,
to provide individual income tax relief, and
for other purposes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New York is recognized
for 1 hour.

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS). All time
yielded during consideration of this
rule is for debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
insert extraneous materials into the
RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 1490
waives a requirement of clause 6(a) of
rule XIIT requiring a two-thirds vote to
consider a rule on the same day it is re-
ported from the Rules Committee. The
resolution applies to any rule reported
on any legislative day through Sep-
tember 27, 2008, providing for consider-
ation or disposition of a measure to
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provide incentives for energy produc-
tion and conservation, to extend cer-
tain expiring provisions, to provide in-
dividual income tax relief, and for
other purposes.

I rise today in support of this rule be-
cause American families and small
businesses need tax relief now more
than ever. This rule will allow us to
bring legislation to the House floor
later today that will not only strength-
en our economy by directing tax relief
to middle class families and creating
jobs at small businesses, but also will
help to bring this country into a new
alternative energy future that will help
to create green collar jobs right here in
America, jobs that cannot be
outsourced to foreign countries or
overseas.

Since being elected to Congress, I
have voted, along with this body, to
cut taxes for middle class families and
small businesses on at least 14 separate
occasions. In doing so, this Congress
has upheld its pledge to the American
people, and I have kept the promise I
made to my constituents to provide
much-needed tax relief and incentives
for economic growth.

I know that there are many families
and businesses in my district that are
struggling in the current economic cri-
sis. With talk of a $700 billion plan to
bail out Wall Street, we cannot, in
good conscience, fail to take action to
help so many families facing the ever-
escalating costs of gasoline and home
heating fuel into this winter.

This legislation we will consider pro-
vides tax relief and incentives to those
who need them most at a fraction of
the cost of bailing out the financial in-
dustry.

This Congress has shown a strong
commitment to the pay-as-you-go rule
that we adopted last January. I ap-
plaud my Blue Dog Coalition col-
leagues for their outspoken leadership
on the PAYGO consideration and the
PAYGO issue. When I explain to folks
back home what PAYGO is, I ask them
a question: You have to balance your
books each month, don’t you? The indi-
viduals say, of course. They, of course,
understand what it means to balance
their books. They would not think of
spending more than they earn. Busi-
nesses would not think of spending
more than they earn. You have to en-
sure that you have enough income
coming in to cover your expenses, and,
of course, they respond with a nod of
the head. They understand it. They get
it. And then I say: Shouldn’t the Fed-
eral Government operate in the same
way when it involves spending your tax
dollars?

The legislation this rule will allow us
to consider today will extend a number
of critical tax relief measures targeted
at middle class families and small busi-
nesses to improve the quality of life
and strengthen our economy. Sup-
porting this rule and the tax legisla-
tion we will consider later today is
simple common sense.

We can provide tax relief and incen-
tives to middle class families, spur in-
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novation, create tens of thousands of
new green collar jobs, reduce our de-
pendence on oil from hostile nations
and reduce greenhouse gases—and we
can do it all in a fiscally responsible
manner. I urge my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle to support this rule
and the underlying legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SESSIONS. I want to thank the
gentleman, my friend, Mr. ARCURI, for
the time that he has yielded me, and I
yvield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

“Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to this martial law rule and in op-
position to the outrageous process that
continues to plague this House. We
have before us a martial law rule that
allows the leadership to once again ig-
nore the rules of the House and the
procedures and the traditions of this
House. Martial law is no way to run a
democracy, no matter what your ide-
ology, no matter what your party af-
filiation.”

I strongly agree with these words,
but I cannot, in good faith, take credit
for them because I did not write them.
I simply just read them. My staff did
not write them, nor did any of the Re-
publican staff on the Rules Committee.

In fact, as far as I know, not one Re-
publican had any hand in the composi-
tion of this eloquent defense of democ-
racy in the House of Representatives,
because their author is actually the
gentleman from Massachusetts and a
senior member of the Democrat Rules
Committee, the gentleman, Mr.
MCGOVERN.

He spoke these exact same words on
the floor 2 years ago regarding what he
eloquently and accurately called a
martial law rule, which is what we are
being asked to consider here today.
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Although these are not my words, I
associate myself with them fully be-
cause they are as true and relevant
today as when they were first used.
And since I have already borrowed one
selection of the gentleman’s words, I
would like to point out another com-
ment my esteemed Rules Committee
colleague made regarding martial law
rules. On December 6, 2006, just 1
month before Democrats were to take
control of the House of Representa-
tives, Democrats made a number of
promises on how they would run the
House which, unfortunately, have not
held up well in the contrast to reality.

Before they had control, Mr. McGoV-
ERN said, ‘“Mr. Speaker, there is a bet-
ter way to run this body. The truth,
Mr. Speaker, is that the American peo-
ple expect and deserve better. That’s
why the 110th Congress must be dif-
ferent. I believe we need to rediscover
openness and fairness in the House. We
must insist on full and fair debate on
the issues that come to this body.”

I would like to ask my friends on the
Democrat Rules Committee and this
Democratic leadership: What hap-
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pened? What happened? Where is that
openness and the fairness? Where was
the openness on the no-energy bill rule
where over 90 amendments were closed
out, including a Republican substitute?

Where was that openness when we
first considered SCHIP reauthorization
and we were handed two closed rules by
the Democrat leadership? Where has it
been over these last 2 years when
Democrats have forced a record num-
ber of lock-down, closed rules through
this House of Representatives with no
opportunity for Members, Republicans
or Democrats, to improve that legisla-
tion? And where is that openness today
when we are being asked to consider
this tax extenders rule by once again
suspending regular order in this House
of Representatives?

I know where it is. Our friends, the
Democrats, left it out on the campaign
trail. And with an upcoming election, I
suspect that is where we will be able to
find these broken promises once again
this next January. It was an empty
promise when they made it, and the
emptiness of this promise was fulfilled
on the opening day of the new majority
when the Democrats wrote into the
rules of the House closed rules for con-
sideration of the first six bills that
they were able to take up, in effect dis-
charging the Rules Committee from its
duties for the first six bills they were
going to consider. Ah, yes, 6 in ’06.

The remedy for examples of unfair-
ness, they criticized the Rules Com-
mittee for the way they did their work,
and that trend has started, sadly, and
continues today.

As the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MCGOVERN) said, ‘Mr.
Speaker, there is a better way to run
this body. The truth, Mr. Speaker, is
that the American people expect and
deserve better. That is why the 110th
Congress must be different. I believe we
need to rediscover openness and fair-
ness in this House. We must insist on
full and fair debate on the issues that
come before this body.”

Mr. Speaker, with these wise words, I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, I would
inquire of my colleague, my friend Mr.
SESSIONS, if he has any further speak-
ers. I am prepared to close.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I have
several speakers.

At this time I yield for such time as
he may use to the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. WALDEN).

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. I thank my
colleague and friend from Texas for
yielding.

I come to the floor today bitterly dis-
appointed that this majority is one
more time denying the opportunity to
fund county timber payments to dis-
tricts like mine.

The Secure Rural Schools Program
aids more than 600 rural counties, and
4,400 school districts in 42 States. Let
me say that again: 4,400 school dis-
tricts, 42 States, 600 rural counties are
affected by this.

There is broad bipartisan support to
reauthorize this legislation and keep a
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nearly century-old commitment to the
areas like I represent in rural Oregon
where the Federal Government owns
more than half of the land, much of it
timbered. In the old days they would
share the receipts from the timber har-
vest, and then the Federal Government
and the courts shut all of that down.

I have three counties that have more
than 8 percent unemployment. Vir-
tually all of the mills are gone. I had
people coming up to me last weekend
in their overalls asking, Is there any
hope? Is there any hope for them and
their kids to make a decent living tak-
ing care of America’s forests? Is there
any hope to reauthorize the Secure
Rural Schools and Community Self-De-
termination Act in this Congress? 1
gave them a little hope. I said the Sen-
ate, the United States Senate, seems to
be caring about us. And, indeed, in the
tax extenders bill passed by the United
States Senate by 93-2, they reauthor-
ized the Secure Rural Schools, phasing
it out over 4 years in a formula we all
agreed to, but we don’t necessarily
like.

Time and again, Democrat leadership
in this House has said ‘‘no” to that leg-
islation. That is happening right here,
right now. It just happened up in the
Rules Committee by denying an
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) on a
party-line 8-3 vote. They said, no, we
won’t even let the House vote to take
care of these folks back home and keep
this 100-year-old Federal commitment.
It is outrageous. It is outrageous.

Let me tell you what it means to the
people out there. These are real jobs
being lost. There are counties in Or-
egon that may declare bankruptcy.
Half the police force in sheriff’s offices,
the deputies are gone. Road depart-
ment after road department after road
department, cut, slashed, gone. I have
counties that have one road mainte-
nance person for every 100 miles of road
in their county now. That is the dis-
tance from the Nation’s capital to
Richmond, Virginia, in case you're
counting.

You are down to where there won’t be
any patrols by sheriff’s deputies. And
yet Americans want to recreate in
America’s forests. Unfortunately, they
go out there and occasionally they get
lost. And when they get lost, whom do
they call upon to come find them but
these same search and rescue teams.
Tragically, often they have perished in
my State before they get rescued.

It was through funding through this
program, or in the old days through the
revenue sharing that came to those
counties that we were able to have the
search and rescue teams and the equip-
ment and everything necessary to go
out and try and rescue these families
who would get lost or caught in a snow-
storm. That is going away.

Schools are deeply affected. In my
State, the money, $280 million a year,
was funneled throughout all of the
school districts. In some States they
didn’t do it that way. They have al-
ready laid off teachers.
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Now what is wrong with keeping the
word that this Speaker and others said
at the beginning of this Congress that
there would be an open and fair oppor-
tunity for the minority to offer up
amendments, have them fully consid-
ered, and have them so people can see
them.

No, this Rules Committee on an 8-3
basis said we are not going to even
allow you to have a vote. And the heck
with these county roads and schools
where the Federal Government has
total control, and the heck with the
people who live out there.

County roads and school reauthoriza-
tion should never have been a partisan
issue, and yet it has become that. This
House could simply take up the Senate
bill under a different rule and allow a
vote. And the President of the United
States, although he is not the biggest
fan of reauthorizing this county pay-
ments program, said he would sign that
bill that came out of the Senate. So he
is not the obstacle. He never said he
would veto this. He doesn’t like parts
of it, but the staff is pretty clear that
he would sign it into law and we would
reauthorize it.

Republicans would like to see a vote
on this. They tried in the Rules Com-
mittee, but your Rules Committee said
no. So here we are today. This same
day rule short-circuits that process
with a rule that says this is all you get,
and shoves it back to the Senate.

It is time for reform and time for
change, and it needs to start right here
right now by defeating this same-day
rule, by defeating the next rule and
giving people in this House the chance
to represent their people back home by
at least having a vote to reauthorize
and fund county roads and schools.

I will tell you, when you let them
down, you are hurting literally school
kids and putting people’s lives in peril
because search and rescue will be re-
duced or eliminated in some areas, and
police forces are already being dra-
matically cut. And that is wrong. It
doesn’t have to be that way. If we real-
ly wanted to solve problems, you
wouldn’t ram this through the way you
are doing it.

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, I continue
to reserve my time.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. WALDEN)
has now for at least the last 2 years
made himself available, built bipar-
tisan support, spoken to people in both
parties, built a case, invited people to
see the circumstance, and talked on be-
half of 42 States, people who live in
rural areas that have timber.

The gentleman invited me out this
last August, notwithstanding that I am
a friend of his, but he invited me out.
I landed in Portland, drove east on the
beautiful highway that goes to Hood,
Oregon, and had an opportunity to
meet a lot of the people in the area.
They are fabulous. They are out-
standing people who live in the very
midst of Mount Hood.

I had an opportunity to see Mount
Hood from a different perspective than
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the three climbers from Dallas who
were trapped and who died earlier last
winter. I had a chance to see Mount
Hood in the summertime. As I was
there with the gentleman, Mr. WALDEN,
he told me the story about the big
blowout in the mountain which hap-
pened on a separate event, that dev-
astated the area as a result of what
Mother Nature had done. He spoke
about how the communities got to-
gether, how they worked together and
solved their problems, just as they did
when the three climbers from Dallas
perished on the mountain.

But he forthrightly, along with oth-
ers, reminded me that it is really up to
us to get our work done here in Wash-
ington. And by no means did the gen-
tleman task me with doing it, but he
knew, he knew that I would have the
opportunity, along with our colleague,
the gentleman from Pasco, Wash-
ington, Doc HASTINGS, who is also
greatly affected, that we could come
back to a committee that we have
served on for 10 and 12 years respec-
tively between the two of us, that we
would be able to talk to our colleagues
whom we have served with on that
committee for the past 10 years, that
we would be able to express to them
the need and the desire for public pol-
icy to be addressed at the appropriate
time.

Well, the appropriate time is now.
The Senate has spoken. Today the bill
came over from the Senate, over-
whelming vote, and the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. WALDEN) rushed to
me to find out what the Rules Com-
mittee would do, really just to find out
what was in the bill. We found out
about the bill only minutes before,
which once again is against the rules of
the House that you don’t consider a
bill until it is laid out publicly for 24
hours. But that didn’t matter again
today.

And so we asked on behalf of the gen-
tleman, Mr. WALDEN, the other mem-
bers of the Rules Committee what we
thought was a bipartisan basis because
I believe it is true to say that there are
five people on the committee who serve
rural areas also or who had heard the
compelling story that impacts people
all across this country.

So I told Mr. WALDEN, I think we
stand a good chance because we are
able to come to our colleagues whom
we have spent hundreds of hours with
over the last 10 years and to say if it is
not in your bill, and we found out it
was not, but it is in the package that
came from the Senate, will you please
just include that?

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. SESSIONS. I yield to the gen-
tleman.

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. I appreciate
the gentleman’s kind and generous
comments, and also his willingness to
come out to my State this summer and
see what we are facing in some of these
forests.
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I talked to a county commissioner
from Klamath County yesterday morn-
ing. The Winema National Forest now,
between the Federal forest land and ad-
jacent private land, there is a half-a-
million acres, 500,000 acres, that is now
bug infested and nearly dead, if not
completely dead. They can go in and
treat that area, clean it up, replant it,
get the dead trees out for about $250 an
acre. If we wait until it catches on fire,
taxpayers will spend $1,500 to $2,000 an
acre to fight the fire.

Reauthorizing the Secure Rural
Schools and Community Self-Deter-
mination Act makes funds available
through different titles in the bill to
assist those local governments and the
Forest Service to get in and make our
forests less susceptible to catastrophic
fire, healthier by removing the dead or
diseased trees or those that are bug in-
fested and get ahead of this and actu-
ally be better stewards of our lands.
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This year, the Federal Forest Service
budget spent over half, 52 percent so
far, to fight fire. In that forest alone,
they had to take $1 million away from
forest treatment efforts to pay for
fighting fires elsewhere. So we fall fur-
ther and further behind.

This is not the stewardship of our
forests that we should be proud of. It is
the lack of stewardship that would
cause Theodore Roosevelt to roll over
in his grave, the great founder of our
Nation’s forest system. And it doesn’t
have to happen. It doesn’t have to hap-
pen.

Communities shouldn’t be evacuated
because of fire threat. Our budgets at
the Forest Service shouldn’t be ex-
hausted to put out fires. And the big-
gest economic activity in a rural, for-
ested timbered community around
these Federal lands shouldn’t be the
making of sandwiches for the fire
fighters. This has to stop.

The gentleman from New York is a
cosponsor of the legislation I'm advo-
cating here. There are other members
of the Rules Committee that are co-
sponsors of this legislation on both
sides of the aisle. This is our oppor-
tunity. This is our moment. This is our
time.

The Senate and the White House sup-
port this effort in the legislation sent
here by the Senate. If not now, when?
Or do you let it all burn? Because
that’s what’s happening out there.

Do you put people out of work?

You claim you’re for family wage
jobs. You’re killing them in my part of
the world.

Am I angry about this?

You bet I am. This is real life-and-
death stuff. I was at the memorial serv-
ice for the firefighters who were killed
in Northern California, Kkilled fighting
fires. And while that, tragically, will
happen again, and it is not all the fault
that we don’t have the Community
Self-Determination Act in place, we
need to get better policy. We need to
get ahead of this problem. We need to
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be the good stewards we’re entrusted to
be of these lands. It is not that hard to
be fair. It shouldn’t be that hard.

Mr. SESSIONS. Reclaiming my time,
Mr. Speaker, you’re hearing a story
that happened just minutes ago up in
the Rules Committee where the mem-
bers of the committee had within their
sole jurisdiction the ability to handle
this issue, to take what is referred to
as the ping-pong, the bill that moved
over, that was completely in the bill
that the gentleman, Mr. WALDEN, and
the gentleman, Mr. HASTINGS, have
worked so diligently for the last few
years to do.

The Rules Committee chairman, the
gentlewoman, Ms. SLAUGHTER, said,
well, you know, I had to wait 13 years
for one of my bills. That was the re-
sponse.

The answer was, we came back and
reasked the Rules Committee if they
would please vote for it. Well, what
they did is they turned it down on a
voice vote. So we asked for a recorded
vote.

On a party-line basis, every single
Democratic member of that Rules
Committee said no to something that
is completely within their jurisdiction,
completely within their endeavor. And
I fail to know where there’s any opposi-
tion.

It was obstinate, and it was a slap in
the face to the members of the com-
mittee who have served with them for
making a very simple, honest request.

Open, honest, and ethical. These were
the words that we were told and the
American people were told. Well, the
people in these 41 States are going to
have to judge that, but they will know,
they will know that it was the Rules
Committee and the Speaker of this
House, not the United States Senate,
who voted 93-2. It’s not the President
of the United States. He’s already said
he’d sign the bill. It was the Rules
Committee, under the complete juris-

diction of the gentlewoman, Ms.
SLAUGHTER, and the Speaker of this
House.

So we’re on the floor today, a little
upset. Being slam dunked I can handle.
I think being treated in the way that
we were is wrong. I think it’s wrong to
this committee. I think it’s wrong to
the members who are on it.

We reserve the balance of our time.

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Vermont, my colleague
from the Rules Committee, Mr. WELCH.

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. I thank the
gentleman from New York, my col-
league on the Rules Committee. I
thank my friend from Texas, also a col-
league on the Rules Committee.

The legislation before us is long over-
due. It’s about jobs, about energy effi-
ciency and energy independence, and
it’s about restoring our confidence that
we can produce jobs and produce en-
ergy that’s clean, environmentally sen-
sitive and strong and durable to help
move our economy ahead.

This transition language would allow
us to extend about $42 billion in tax in-
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centives. Mr. Speaker, I'm a skeptic of-
tentimes on tax incentives because
they are frequently given to industries
that are mature and profitable at the
expense of taxpayers. An example of
that, of course, is the $13 billion in tax
breaks that continue to go to the oil
industry that has been doing extremely
well with the high price of oil.

Tax incentives properly should be fo-
cused on emerging technologies, and
emerging industries, where our coun-
try, where our companies, our small
businesses can use the boost in order to
develop the new technologies that will
solve a problem that we have, the need
for energy, the need for clean energy,
and the need to create jobs and energy
independence here in this country. This
legislation will do that.

I will give just an example. In
Vermont, Jeff and Dorry Wolf are two
folks who moved to Vermont in 1998,
and they had a dream. The dream was
they could create a company that
would build renewable energy. They
got involved in solar energy. And their
company, when they started it, at a
time when this was a pipe dream, has
now become one of our big companies
in Vermont. It’s become a leader in
solar technology. It is doing work all
around the country. And these incen-
tives are critical to its continuation.

So, Mr. Speaker, I urge us to pass
this rule so that we can pass the under-
lying legislation, move towards energy
independence, create jobs here in this

country, and clean up our environ-
ment.
Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, if I

could inquire the time remaining on
both sides.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas has 8% minutes re-
maining, and the gentleman from New
York has 23 minutes remaining.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, at this
time I would like to yield 5 minutes to
the gentleman from Pasco, Wash-
ington, a gentleman who has spoken
very eloquently and consistently up in
the Rules Committee, and has worked
his heart out for the needs of the 41
States that fall within the same posi-
tion that the gentleman Mr. WALDEN
and the gentleman Mr. HASTINGS have.
He’s a strong advocate. I would like to
yield him 5 minutes.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
want to thank my friend from Texas
for yielding me the time.

Mr. Speaker, I have been in this body
for going on 14 years, and I thought I
understood how this system works. We
have Republicans and we have Demo-
crats. And always, I think, it’s in the
best interest of the American people
when we can work in a bipartisan way.

The issue I want to address myself to
is the Secure Rural Schools Act. It ex-
pired. It is very, very important to
States, particularly in the western part
of the United States where there’s a
big influence of Federal lands and par-
ticularly forest lands.

I just caught the end of what my col-
league from Oregon talked about as to
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why we are in this situation in the first
place. But I can tell you, this is a big
economic hit for those rural areas be-
cause they don’t get the revenue from
the Federal lands that they otherwise
would have had.

But what I don’t understand is that
this issue has strong bipartisan sup-
port. I serve on the Rules Committee,
and there are five of my Democrat col-
leagues on the Rules Committee, five
out of nine, that are cosponsors of this
legislation.

We know that we are nearing the end
of this Congress. And we know that
there are things that have to pass. The
tax extender package is a very impor-
tant package for other provisions in
that bill. For example, the sales tax de-
ductibility for States that don’t have a
State income tax. Florida is in that
situation. There are several members
of the Rules Committee that are af-
fected by that. My State is one of
those.

But this issue of Secure Rural
Schools is very, very important. I have
four counties in my district that are
impacted, and one that is heavily im-
pacted, impacted in a way that my
friend from Oregon (Mr. WALDEN)
talked about.

What I find rather confusing about
this is that we have now a bill that will
be brought before us that we could pass
in a nanosecond. It’s a tax extender bill
that the Senate sent over with a vote
of 93-2. It has essentially the same pro-
visions that I think everybody agrees,
taxes that need to be extended. But it
has the provision and a fix to the Se-
cure Rural Schools for 4 years. For 4
years. It allows those communities now
to make some plans as to what the
transition may be in the future, since
we—of course, I think the best thing
we ought to do is utilize our Federal
lands. But if that’s not going to hap-
pen, at least they’ll have some time to
plan for it.

This morning, and, by the way, we
got the text of this bill at 9:52 this
morning, which is a little over 3 hours
ago, even though we were told that
we’re going to have 24 hours to look at
any bill. But we had it at 9:52 this
morning. And we discovered that the
Secure Rural Schools Act was out of
the House bill. It wasn’t in there.

Well, 'm a member of the Rules
Committee, and as a member of the
Rules Committee, you can amend the
rules by suspending rules to put cer-
tain provisions in that you think need
to be passed. It happens all the time,
especially at the end of the session.

So here we are, this morning, discov-
ered the Secure Rural Schools wasn’t
in there. I questioned the individual
from the Ways and Means Committee,
Mr. BLUMENAUER from Oregon, who
came up and testified on the bill, if this
was in there. It wasn’t in there.

By the way, his State is affected.
Even though his district isn’t affected,
his State is affected.

So I asked him why this was not in
the bill. And his response to me was,
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well, this is a tax bill and really the
Secure Rural Schools issue is a spend-
ing issue, so we felt it shouldn’t be part
of the package.

Well, I said, if that’s the case, and I
accept your argument, then maybe it
could go on some appropriation bill.

And then I thought, wait a minute.
Yesterday we had a continuing resolu-
tion with three appropriation bills that
passed this House, and Secure Rural
Schools wasn’t on it. I don’t know why
the Democrat leadership didn’t put it
on that vehicle. That probably would
have been the proper one. But we’re
running out of time. And the House
Rules Committee can suspend the rules
and attach a provision to anything
they want to. We know the Senate bill
came over here 93-2.

So, Mr. Speaker, I offered an amend-
ment to take the text of the Senate
language, which passed 93-2, and asked
that that be debated on the House
floor, just asked for it to be debated. If
it loses, okay. That’s fine. But I think
there’s broad support. But if it loses, I
understand that.

I called for a vote on that. And the
vote was on a party-line vote, 8-3 no. In
other words, the five Democrats that
are cosponsors of this provision, in the
waning days of the session, voted ‘‘no”’
to consider this on the House floor.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SESSIONS. I will yield the gen-
tleman 1 additional minute with only 2
minutes remaining.
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I thank the gentleman for his cour-
tesy.

So as I said from the outset, Mr.
Speaker, sometimes I don’t understand
how this process works because these
extenders have to pass. We know that.
And further, we know that the Presi-
dent will sign this bill with the Secure
Rural Schools language in it. We know
that. We know that.

So, Mr. Speaker, I'm Kkind of frus-
trated here, and I think this issue
should pass. I think the best way to do
that, frankly, is to pass the Senate bill
and be on with it.

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to yield 4 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. MAR-
KEY).

Mr. MARKEY. I thank the gentleman
very much.

President Bush and the Senate Re-
publicans have been given opportunity
after opportunity to pass tax credit ex-
tensions for renewable energy. In just
the past year and a half, the Repub-
lican leadership has followed the
marching orders of the Bush adminis-
tration and voted 13 times against
Democratic efforts to increase our use
of renewable energy, help protect con-
sumers from high energy prices, and
ensure that Big Oil pays its fair share.
They have refused time after time, in-
stead siding with Big Oil and their fos-
sil fuel friends even as o0il prices re-
main sky high.

The
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Now the Senate Republicans couldn’t
resist this time around, either, sending
us a renewable energy tax package
stuffed with goodies for coal-to-liquids,
tar sands, and oil shale. Big Oil even
gets to keep most of their tax breaks
even though they’re tipping consumers
upside down and shaking money out of
their pockets. They also want to shake
them upside down as taxpayers and get
more money as tax breaks from the
American people.

The only thing renewable about Re-
publican energy policy for the last 8
years has been their inexhaustible sup-
port for the Big Oil agenda.

I commend the great work of Chair-
man RANGEL in stripping harmful and
unnecessary provisions and giving us a
genuine clean energy tax package to
vote upon today.

This bill primes the renewable energy
engine and gives coal a clean path for-
ward with more than $1 billion in tax
incentives to demonstrate carbon cap-
ture and sequestration. This may be
the last chance to get these renewable
energy incentives passed into law. If
President Bush and Senate Republicans
shoot this package down like they’ve
shot down every other opportunity for
clean energy tax breaks, then there
may not be another opportunity.

Solar and wind companies are delay-
ing projects because of investment un-
certainty. History has shown that re-
newable energy deployment could fall
70 percent or more if these tax incen-
tives lapse. That would translate into a
loss of 116,000 job opportunities and $19
billion in private investment loss in
2009 alone. That’s one more legacy 1
fear President Bush has no problem in
carrying back to Crawford, Texas:
Champaign celebrations for Big Oil and
red ink and pink slips for America’s
high tech energy companies and their
green collar workers.

Last year in the United States, more
wind capacity was installed than any
other source with the exception of nat-
ural gas. Thirty-five percent of all new
electrical generating capacity installed
in the United States last year was wind
power.

This year, over 40 percent of all new
electrical generating capacity in the
United States will be new wind power.
Solar photovoltaic installations also
increased an amazing 80 percent last
year. 2008 will surpass that. But what
about 2009? What about 2010?

This bill before us invests in the re-
newable revolution that will transform
America. Electric cars, cellulosic
biofuels, wind and solar will assert our
energy independence over the coming
decade if the President signs this bill.

After 8 years of running on a Bush-
Cheney-Big Oil energy plan, America,
it is time for an oil change. It is time
for us to move off the oil agenda and
move on to the solar, the wind, the
biofuels.

The slogan for this Congress should
be ‘“‘Change, baby, change!’’ That is not
what the Republicans are talking
about.
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Mr. SESSIONS. I would like to re-
serve my time

Mr. ARCURI. I am prepared to close,
so I would reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, in the
remaining time I have, I want you to
know that, however, despite everything
you have heard, I have good news, good
news for the American people. Right
now with the passage of this con-
tinuing resolution yesterday, Repub-
licans have finally removed the main
Democrat roadblock to increasing the
domestic production of American en-
ergy.

This underlying legislation—which I
am going to put on the floor right
now—which contains tax credits for en-
ergy efficiency and conservation will
also help this House to implement
what Republicans have advocated for
months: an all-of-the-above strategy,
including nuclear power.

So today I urge my colleagues to
demonstrate the courage of these con-
victions by voting with me to defeat
the previous question. If the previous
question is defeated, I will move to
amend the rule to allow this House to
take up a measure right now right here
today that will prevent Members from
going home to campaign for reelection
without actually passing a comprehen-
sive energy bill into law.

It would make it plain and perma-
nent for their support. It would allow
States to expand their exploration and
extraction of natural resources along
the Outer Continental Shelf; it would
open the Arctic energy slope and oil
shale reserves to environmentally pru-
dent exploration and extraction; it
would extend expiring renewable en-
ergy initiatives; it would encourage the
streamlining approval and refining of
capacity for nuclear power facilities; it
would encourage research and develop-
ment of clean coal, coal-to-liquid, and
carbon sequestration technologies and
minimizing drawn-out legal challenges
that unreasonably delay or prevent ac-
tual domestic energy production.

This requirement would force the
Democrat leadership to take positive,
comprehensive, permanent, and mean-
ingful action to increase the supply of
American energy.

Mr. Speaker, all across this country
there are cities without gasoline—
there are cities without gasoline—and
it stands exactly at the feet of the
Democrat leadership, the new major-
ity, who is making sure that the Amer-
ican consumer pays record high prices
and yet we’ve done nothing to make
sure that the supply side is taken care
of.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have the text of the amendment
and extraneous material inserted into
the RECORD prior to the vote on the
previous question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. SESSIONS. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.
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Mr. ARCURI. I thank my friend from
Texas.

Mr. Speaker, when you listen to the
people on the other side of the aisle,
you would think that everything that’s
happened is the fault of the Democratic
Party.

They have had the White House for 8
years. We see oil prices as high as they
have ever been. Two oilmen in the
White House, yet we still see that. We
see the economy as bad as the economy
has ever been. We’re talking about
bailing out Wall Street with $700 bil-
lion that we’re borrowing.

This rule today for this bill is about
tax extenders, and that is extenders
that would create incentives for alter-
native energy to help us wean our-
selves off of our addiction to foreign
oil. And we’re doing it in a prudent
way, in a way that doesn’t borrow and
spend, doesn’t dump this on the backs
of our children and grandchildren, but
rather as a paid-for.

The bill that my colleague from
Washington spoke about, it’s a very
good bill, but it hasn’t been paid for.
These tax extenders today that we’re
talking about have been paid for. They
are extenders that are prudent and re-
sponsible.

Supporting this rule and the tax re-
lief legislation we consider later today
is simply common sense. We can pro-
vide tax relief and incentives to middle
class families, we can spur innovation,
create tens of thousands of new jobs,
reduce our dependence on oil from hos-
tile nations, and reduce greenhouse
gasses. And we can do all of it in a fis-
cally responsible way.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes”
on the previous question and on the
rule.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. SESSIONS is as follows:
AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 1490 OFFERED BY MR.

SESSIONS OF TEXAS

At the end of the resolution add the fol-
lowing new section:

SEC. 3. It shall not be in order in the House
to consider a concurrent resolution pro-
viding for an adjournment of either House of
Congress until comprehensive energy legisla-
tion has been enacted into law that includes
provisions designed to—

(A) allow states to expand the exploration
and extraction of natural resources along the
Outer Continental Shelf;

(B) open the Arctic National Wildlife Ref-
uge and oil shale reserves to environ-
mentally prudent exploration and extrac-
tion;

(C) extend expiring renewable energy in-
centives;

(D) encourage the streamlined approval of
new refining capacity and nuclear power fa-
cilities;

(E) encourage advanced research and devel-
opment of clean coal, coal-to-liquid, and car-
bon sequestration technologies; and

(F) minimize drawn out legal challenges
that unreasonably delay or prevent actual
domestic energy production.

(The information contained herein was
provided by Democratic Minority on mul-
tiple occasions throughout the 109th Con-
gress.)
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THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT
IT REALLY MEANS

This vote, the vote on whether to order the
previous question on a special rule, is not
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote
against the Democratic majority agenda and
a vote to allow the opposition, at least for
the moment, to offer an alternative plan. It
is a vote about what the House should be de-
bating.

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the
House of Representatives, (VI, 308-311) de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on
the rule as ‘‘a motion to direct or control the
consideration of the subject before the House
being made by the Member in charge.”” To
defeat the previous question is to give the
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that
“the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the
control of the resolution to the opposition”
in order to offer an amendment. On March
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated
the previous question and a member of the
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry,
asking who was entitled to recognition.
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said:
“The previous question having been refused,
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to
the first recognition.”

Because the vote today may look bad for
the Democratic majority they will say ‘‘the
vote on the previous question is simply a
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate
vote on adopting the resolution ..... [and] has
no substantive legislative or policy implica-
tions whatsoever.” But that is not what they
have always said. Listen to the definition of
the previous question used in the Floor Pro-
cedures Manual published by the Rules Com-
mittee in the 109th Congress, (page 56).
Here’s how the Rules Committee described
the rule using information from Congres-
sional Quarterly’s ‘‘American Congressional
Dictionary’: “If the previous question is de-
feated, control of debate shifts to the leading
opposition member (usually the minority
Floor Manager) who then manages an hour
of debate and may offer a germane amend-
ment to the pending business.”’

Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House of
Representatives, the subchapter titled
“Amending Special Rules” states: ‘‘a refusal
to order the previous question on such a rule
[a special rule reported from the Committee
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘“Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous
question, who may offer a proper amendment
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.”

Clearly, the vote on the previous question
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools
for those who oppose the Democratic major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan.

Mr. ARCURI. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time, and I move the pre-
vious question on the resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.
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Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, on that I

demand the yeas and nays.
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The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX,
this 15-minute vote on ordering the
previous question will be followed by 5-
minute votes on adoption of the resolu-
tion, if ordered, and motion to suspend
the rules with regard to H.R. 758.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 227, nays
198, not voting 8, as follows:

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Allen
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd (FL)
Boyda (KS)
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown, Corrine
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Carson
Castor
Chandler
Clarke

Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Cramer
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis, Lincoln
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly
Doyle
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emanuel
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Foster
Frank (MA)
Giffords
Gillibrand
Gonzalez
Gordon

[Roll No. 637]

YEAS—227

Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
Klein (FL)
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lynch
Mahoney (FL)
Maloney (NY)
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum (MN)
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McNerney
McNulty
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murtha
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Oberstar
Obey

Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Perlmutter
Peterson (MN)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Rahall
Rangel
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shays
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Towns
Tsongas
Udall (NM)
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch (VT)
Wexler
Wilson (OH)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Bachmann
Bachus
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett (MD)
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Broun (GA)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp (MI)
Campbell (CA)
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Castle
Cazayoux
Chabot
Childers
Coble
Cole (OK)
Conaway
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Dayvis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.

Doolittle
Drake
Dreier
Duncan
Ehlers
Emerson
English (PA)
Everett
Fallin
Feeney
Ferguson
Flake
Forbes
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foxx

Cubin
Davis (IL)
Dayvis, David

Mr. FORTENBERRY and Ms. KAP-
TUR changed their vote from

“nay.”

So the previous question was ordered.
The result of the vote was announced

NAYS—198

Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gilchrest
Gingrey
Gohmert
Goode
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves
Hall (TX)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Hill
Hobson
Hoekstra
Hulshof
Hunter
Inglis (SC)
Issa
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jordan
Kaptur
Keller
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline (MN)
Knollenberg
Kucinich
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Lamborn
Lampson
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul (TX)
McCotter
McHenry
McHugh
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Moran (KS)
Murphy, Tim

NOT VOTING—8

McCrery
Miller (FL)
Moore (WI)
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as above recorded.

Stated for:
Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, on
rollcall No. 637, had | been present, | would

have voted “yea.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

Musgrave
Myrick
Neugebauer
Nunes

Paul

Pearce
Pence
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts

Platts

Poe

Porter
Price (GA)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Ramstad
Regula
Rehberg
Renzi
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Roskam
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Sali

Saxton
Scalise
Schmidt
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Tancredo
Terry
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Walberg
Walden (OR)
Walsh (NY)
Wamp
Weldon (FL)
Weller
Westmoreland
Whitfield (KY)
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman (VA)
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Shuler
Udall (CO)
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question is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that

the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE
Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I de-

mand a recorded vote.
A recorded vote was ordered.

yea’ to

The

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 222, noes 198,
not voting 13, as follows:

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Allen
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd (FL)
Boyda (KS)
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown, Corrine
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Carson
Castor
Chandler
Clarke

Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Cramer
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis, Lincoln
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly
Doyle
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emanuel
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Foster
Frank (MA)
Giffords

Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Bachmann
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett (MD)
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn

[Roll No. 638]
AYES—222

Gillibrand
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
Klein (FL)
Kucinich
Lampson
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee
Levin
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lynch
Mahoney (FL)
Maloney (NY)
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum (MN)
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McNerney
McNulty
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murtha
Nadler

NOES—198

Blunt
Boehner
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Broun (GA)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
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Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Perlmutter
Peterson (MN)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor
Thompson (CA)
Tierney
Towns
Tsongas
Udall (NM)
Van Hollen
Visclosky
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch (VT)
Wexler
Wilson (OH)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

Burgess
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp (MI)
Campbell (CA)
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Castle
Cazayoux
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Chabot Johnson (IL) Price (GA)
Childers Johnson, Sam Pryce (OH)
Coble Jones (NC) Putnam
Cole (OK) Jordan Radanovich
Conaway Keller Ramstad
Crenshaw King (IA) Regula
Culberson King (NY) Rehberg
Davis (KY) Kingston Reichert
Davis, Tom Kirk Renzi
Deal (GA) Kline (MN) Reynolds
DeFazio Knollenberg Rogers (AL)
Dent Kuhl (NY) Rogers (KY)
Diaz-Balart, L. LaHood Rogers (MI)
Diaz-Balart, M. Lamborn Rohrabacher
Doolittle Latham Ros-Lehtinen
Drake LaTourette Roskam
Dreier Latta Royce
Duncan Lewis (KY) Ryan (WI)
Ehlers Linder Sali
Emerson LoBiondo Saxton
English (PA) Lucas Scalise
Everett Lungren, Daniel Schmidt
Fallin E. Sensenbrenner
Feeney Mack Sessions
Ferguson Manzullo Shadegg
Flake Marchant Shays
Forbes McCarthy (CA) Shimkus
Fortenberry McCaul (TX) Shuster
Fossella McCotter Simpson
Foxx McCrery Smith (NE)
Franks (AZ) McHenry Smith (NJ)
Frelinghuysen McHugh Smith (TX)
Gallegly McKeon Souder
Garrett (NJ) McMorris Stearns
Gerlach Rodgers Sullivan
Gilchrest Mica Tancredo
Gingrey Miller (MI) Terry
Gohmert Miller, Gary Thornberry
Goode Mitchell Tiberi
Goodlatte Moran (KS) Turner
Granger Murphy, Tim Upton
Graves Musgrave Walberg
Hall (TX) Myrick Walden (OR)
Hastings (WA) Neugebauer Walsh (NY)
Hayes Nunes Wamp
Heller Paul Weldon (FL)
Hensarling Pearce Weller
Herger Pence Westmoreland
Hill Peterson (PA) Whitfield (KY)
Hobson Petri Wilson (NM)
Hoekstra Pickering Wilson (SC)
Hulshof Pitts Wittman (VA)
Hunter Platts Wolf
Inglis (SC) Poe Young (AK)
Issa Porter Young (FL)
NOT VOTING—13
Bachus Lewis (CA) Tiahrt
Cubin Lewis (GA) Udall (CO)
Davis, David Miller (FL) Velazquez
Hooley Shuler
Kaptur Thompson (MS)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote.
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So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated against:

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, on rolicall No.
638, | was unavoidably detained. Had | been
present, | would have voted “no.”

———————

BREAST CANCER PATIENT
PROTECTION ACT OF 2008

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 758, as amended, on which the
yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE) that the House suspend the

rules and pass the bill, H.R. 758, as

amended.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 421, nays 2,

not voting 10, as follows:

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Allen
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
Baca
Bachmann
Bachus
Baird
Baldwin
Barrett (SC)
Barrow
Bartlett (MD)
Barton (TX)
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehner
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boustany
Boyd (FL)
Boyda (KS)
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Braley (IA)
Brown (SC)
Brown, Corrine
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Buyer
Calvert
Camp (MI)
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Carson
Carter
Castle
Castor
Cazayoux
Chabot
Chandler
Childers
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coble
Cohen
Cole (OK)
Conaway
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Cramer
Crenshaw
Crowley

[Roll No. 639]
YEAS—421

Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (KY)
Davis, Lincoln
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly
Doolittle
Doyle

Drake

Dreier
Duncan
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emanuel
Emerson
Engel
English (PA)
Eshoo
Etheridge
Everett
Fallin

Farr

Fattah
Feeney
Ferguson
Filner
Forbes
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foster

Foxx

Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Giffords
Gilchrest
Gillibrand
Gingrey
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Granger
Graves
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hall (TX)
Hare

Harman
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes

Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins

Hill

Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hobson
Hodes

Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hoyer
Hulshof
Inglis (SC)
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jordan
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Knollenberg
Kucinich
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Lamborn
Lampson
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Mahoney (FL)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul (TX)
McCollum (MN)
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
McNulty
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
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Melancon Reyes Spratt
Mica Reynolds Stark
Michaud Richardson Stearns
Miller (MI) Rodriguez Stupak
Miller (NC) Rogers (AL) Sullivan
Miller, Gary Rogers (KY) Sutton
Miller, George Rogers (MI) Tancredo
Mitchell Rohrabacher Tanner
Mollohan Ros-Lehtinen Tauscher
Moore (KS) Roskam Taylor
Moore (Wé) Ross Terry
Moran (KS) Rothman
Moran (VA) Roybal-Allard ~ Lhompson (C4)
Thompson (MS)
Murphy (CT) Royce Thornberr
Murphy, Patrick Ruppersberger . v
Murphy, Tim Rush T%ahrp
Murtha Ryan (OH) Tiberi
Musgrave Ryan (WI) Tierney
Myrick Salazar Towns
Nadler Sali Tsongas
Napolitano Sanchez, Linda Turner
Neal (MA) T. Udall (NM)
Neugebauer Sanchez, Loretta Upton
Nunes Sarbanes Van Hollen
Oberstar Saxton Velazquez
Obey Scalise Visclosky
Olver Schakowsky Walberg
Ortiz Schiff Walden (OR)
Pallone Schmidt Walsh (NY)
Pascrell Schwartz Walz (MN)
Pastor Scott (GA) Wamp
Payne Scott (VA) Wasserman
Pearce Sensenbrenner Schultz
Pence Serrano Waters
Perlmutter Sessions Watson
Peterson (MN) Sestak Watt
Peterson (PA) Shadegg Waxman
Petri Shays X
Pickering Shea-Porter Weiner
Pitts Sherman Welch (VT)
Platts Shimkus Weldon (FL)
Poe Shuster Weller
Pomeroy Simpson Westmoreland
Porter Sires Wexler
Price (GA) Skelton Whitfield (KY)
Price (NC) Slaughter Wilson (NM)
Pryce (OH) Smith (NE) Wilson (OH)
Putnam Smith (NJ) Wilson (SC)
Radanovich Smith (TX) Wittman (VA)
Rahall Smith (WA) Wolf
Ramstad Snyder Woolsey
Regula Solis Wu
Rehberg Souder Yarmuth
Reichert Space Young (AK)
Renzi Speier Young (FL)
NAYS—2
Flake Paul
NOT VOTING—10
Broun (GA) Hunter Shuler
Campbell (CA) Kirk Udall (CO)
Cubin Miller (FL)
Davis, David Rangel

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing on this vote.
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 7060, RENEWABLE EN-
ERGY AND JOB CREATION TAX
ACT OF 2008

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 1501 and ask for
its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1501

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this

resolution it shall be in order to consider in
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the House the bill (H.R. 7060) to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide in-
centives for energy production and conserva-
tion, to extend certain expiring provisions,
to provide individual income tax relief, and
for other purposes. All points of order
against consideration of the bill are waived
except those arising under clause 10 of rule
XXI. The bill shall be considered as read. All
points of order against the bill are waived.
The previous question shall be considered as
ordered on the bill to final passage without
intervening motion except: (1) one hour of
debate equally divided and controlled by the
chairman and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Ways and Means; and (2)
one motion to recommit.

SEC. 2. During consideration of H.R. 7060
pursuant to this resolution, notwithstanding
the operation of the previous question, the
Chair may postpone further consideration of
the bill to such time as may be designated by
the Speaker.

SEC. 3. House Resolution 1489 is laid on the
table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New York is recognized
for 1 hour.

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, for pur-
poses of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS). All time
yielded during consideration of this
rule is for debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. ARCURI. I ask unanimous con-
sent that all Members have 5 legisla-
tive days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and insert extraneous
materials into the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 1501
provides for consideration of H.R. 7060,
the Renewable Energy and Job Cre-
ation Tax Act. The rule provides 1 hour
of debate equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking
minority member of the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of this rule because American families
and small businesses need tax relief
now more than ever. This rule will
allow us to bring legislation to the
House floor later today that will not
only strengthen our economy by di-
recting tax relief to middle class fami-
lies and creating jobs at small busi-
nesses, but also help to bring the coun-
try into a new future of alternative en-
ergy not dependent on foreign energy
and foreign fuel.

Since being elected to Congress, I
have voted along with this body to cut
taxes for middle class families and
small businesses on at least 14 occa-
sions. In doing so, this Congress has
upheld its pledge to the American peo-
ple. And I have kept my promise I
made to my constituents to provide
much-needed tax relief and incentive
for economic growth.

I know that there are many families
and businesses in my district that are
struggling in the current economic cri-
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sis. With talk of a $700 billion plan to
bail out Wall Street, we cannot, in
good conscience, fail to take action to
help so many families facing the ever-
escalating costs of gasoline and home
heating oil into this winter. This legis-
lation we will consider provides tax re-
lief and incentives to those who need
them most at a fraction of the cost for
bailing out the financial industry.

Mr. Speaker, this Congress has shown
a strong commitment to the pay-as-
you-go rule adopted last January. I ap-
plaud my Blue Dog Coalition col-
leagues for their outspoken leadership
on PAYGO. When I explain to folks
back home what PAYGO is, they al-
ways ask the same question. I ask, you
have to balance the books each month,
right? Why shouldn’t the government
do the same? And they all get it. My
constituents get it. And the American
people get it. Mr. Speaker, unfortu-
nately, there are still some Members of
Congress who are steadfastly against
the idea of being fiscally responsible in
balancing the Federal books in the
same way our constituents balance
their checkbooks. But it appears that
even our colleagues in the Senate are
beginning to come around. The legisla-
tion we will consider later today is
proof that you can provide tax relief in
a fiscally responsible way.

The legislation this rule provides for
consideration of will extend a number
of critical tax relief measures targeted
at middle class families and small busi-
nesses to improve the quality of life
and strengthen our economy. During
these tight economic times, it is also
absolutely critical that we pass legisla-
tion to invest in jobs for today and
long-term development for tomorrow,
including jobs in the alternative en-
ergy sector like wind and biomass that
will reduce our Nation’s dependence on
foreign oil and bring the price of gaso-
line and heating oil to levels that fami-
lies and businesses can afford.

I am a realist. I understand that we
can’t bring back the millions of manu-
facturing jobs, including thousands in
my own congressional district, which
have been moved overseas. However, we
can look to the future, a future of our
Nation’s economy that is green, and re-
create jobs that we once lost. It is ab-
solutely essential that we leverage
every possible option, whether it is
through tax credits, investment
through research and development, or
education to advance alternative and
renewable energy development.

Mr. Speaker, tax credits for alter-
native energy production have the
power to truly jump-start our economy
and create good-paying, highly skilled
jobs that cannot be outsourced over-
seas, the type of jump-start, Mr.
Speaker, which is already happening in
my upstate New York district with the
creation of new green collar jobs. In
the last 2 years, I have spoken numer-
ous times throughout the debate over
extending these renewable energy tax
credits about the new businesses in my
district that are utilizing the national
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investment in alternative energy to
create good-paying jobs in upstate New
York. Those businesses are to be com-
mended. That is why I'm proud to sup-
port the approximately $15 billion in
long-term, clean renewable energy tax
incentives and investments included in
this legislation which we will vote for
later today.
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I hope that by doing so, it will en-
courage other companies to follow suit,
both in my region and across the Na-
tion.

The underlying legislation extends
and modifies critical tax credits for
production of electricity from renew-
able sources, ranging from wind, solar
and geothermal energy to closed loop
and open loop biomass. Specifically,
the legislation includes extension of
clean, renewable energy bonds, effi-
cient commercial building tax incen-
tives, investment tax credits for solar
and fuel cell systems, tax credits for
energy efficiency upgrades to existing
homes, tax credits for production of ef-
ficient home appliances, and tax incen-
tives for consumer purchase of energy
efficient products.

Most of these incentives either ex-
pired at the end of the last year or are
set to expire at the end of this year. It
is vitally important to sustaining the
development of clean energy tech-
nology industries, which will lead to
the creation of new jobs, that these tax
credit incentives are extended.

The legislation also includes an ex-
tension of the Research and Develop-
ment Tax Credit that allows companies
to claim credit for a portion of their
R&D expenditures. Extending the R&D
credit is vital to ensuring that America
remains on the cutting edge of innova-
tion that keeps our domestic compa-
nies competitive. This credit is of par-
ticular interest in the area of New
York that I represent, because its ex-
tension will further the expansion of
microchip fabrication and nanotech-
nology industries which are beginning
to blossom in upstate New York.

American companies rely on this
credit and upon its continuing to ade-
quately plan for their long-term re-
search projects. I support this 2-year
retroactive extension to provide that
continuing extension, and I will con-
tinue to work for a much-needed per-
manent extension that would eliminate
concerns over expirations or lapses.

The legislation also extends and ex-
pands and creates important tax cred-
its for individuals.

Supporting this rule and the tax re-
lief legislation we will consider later
today is simply common sense. We can
provide tax relief and incentives to the
middle class, spur innovation, create
tens of thousands of new jobs, reduce
our dependence on oil from hostile na-
tions and reduce greenhouse gas. We
can do all of this in a fiscally respon-
sible manner.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to support this
rule and the underlying legislation.
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SESSIONS. I want to thank the
gentleman, my friend from New York,
for yielding the time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to
this new record-breaking 64th closed
rule being offered by this Democrat-led
Congress, the most open, honest and
ethical Congress in the history, pro-
claimed by our Speaker, NANCY PELOSI.
But we have this new record-breaking
64th closed rule, so it makes me kind of
wonder which conference she was real-
ly in reference to.

Mr. Speaker, I oppose this underlying
legislation also. Just in the last 24
hours, Senate Democrat Majority
Leader HARRY REID referred to the in-
troduction of this bill as the ability to
“snatch defeat from the jaws of vic-
tory,” because it guts a carefully nego-
tiated and Dbipartisan compromise
reached in the Senate. So what the
Senate has worked very closely and
clearly on and passed the bill, this
Speaker decided we are not going to do
it that way. In the waning days of this
session, we are not going to play ball
with our colleagues in the Senate. So
what it does is it leaves many of the
deal’s most important provisions in
limbo, rather than addressing them re-
sponsibly today.

Two evenings ago, the Senate passed
a comprehensive tax extenders package
by an overwhelming and bipartisan
vote of 92-3. This legislation included
an $18 billion fully offset energy tax
policy proposal, as well as a partially
offset tax relief package, including an
AMT patch to prevent middle class
families from being hit with an unprec-
edented and unintended tax bill, along
with important extensions of current
tax policy, disaster-related tax provi-
sions for the victims of the Midwest
floods and Hurricane Ike, and for men-
tal health parity legislation.

Understanding the delicate balance
in that Chamber, Democrat Majority
Leader HARRY REID 2 days ago begged
Speaker PELOSI not to send the Senate
back a different bill, because it won’t
pass, and that if the House messes, and
I quote, ‘“‘messes with the package, it
will die.”

Today, news reports have surfaced
that he is ‘“‘furious’ that House Demo-
crats refuse to accept his bipartisan
deal and has retaliated with procedural
tactics intended to delay the House
from continuing along the House Dem-
ocrat leadership’s preferred course of
action.

But rather than heeding these dire
warnings from their own leadership,
from the Senate leadership of their
own party, this House Democrat lead-
ership has decided to chop up this leg-
islation into pieces, making sub-
stantive and negative changes to many
of them, and to engage in a game of
legislative chicken with the Senate,
rather than doing the responsible thing
and making sure that important meas-
ures like, we will just name one, like
helping the victims of natural disaster,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

or, as we have heard, tax relief for mid-
dle class families who are at risk of
being unintentionally caught by a tax
created for the super-wealthy, and fair-
ness for our own Nation’s rural schools.
Each of these passed. They passed in
the Senate bill, and we could do it here
today.

I am disappointed, Mr. Speaker, that
this Democrat majority thinks that
scoring some sort of political points on
the eve of an election is more impor-
tant than passing these measures. But,
unfortunately, this kind of political
gamesmanship has come up all too
often in what Speaker PELOSI once
again, and we reiterate, promised
would be the most open, honest and
ethical Congress in history.

Included in this House Democrat
package are a number of energy tax in-
centives for energy efficiency and con-
servation, which, along with the up-
coming October expiration on the ban
of drilling for American energy, will go
a long way to fulfilling House Repub-
licans’ long-term commitment to an
all-of-the-above strategy, which helps
America achieve energy independence.

Also included in this legislation are
important tax provisions for American
families trying to make ends meet and
for American business trying to create
jobs here in America and to be com-
petitive with companies around the
world. These include measures like the
Research and Development Tax Credit,
the State and local sales tax deduction,
and the deduction for out-of-pocket ex-
penses for teachers. This is particu-
larly important for families, schools
and businesses in my home State of
Texas, and I strongly support their in-
clusion in this legislation.

I do not support, however, the inclu-
sion of measures to permanently raise
taxes on the American economy during
an economic crisis to simply extend
these current job-creating tax policies.
Tax increases are never the way to
solve a soft economy.

I ask all of my colleagues to vote
with me to defeat this rule so that the
House can end this political charade
and cover a vote for its wvulnerable
Members, and take up the better Sen-
ate option to provide American fami-
lies and businesses with tax relief they
deserve.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, contrary
to what my friend says, Democrats are
not trying to make any political points
here. In fact, it is just the contrary. We
are trying to get something done here.

I certainly understand that Senator
REID has some considerations that he
has to make in the Senate, but we have
some considerations here in the House,
and one of them is something that is
very important to me, and that is pay-
ing for these provisions that we do,
something important to the Blue Dog
Coalition here and something impor-
tant to Congress. We need to pay for it,
and that is what this bill is doing. It is
paying for it, and it is very important.
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I would now like to yield 2 minutes
to the gentleman from Washington
(Mr. INSLEE).

(Mr. INSLEE asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to address the importance of this
bill, the American job creation bill,
and how this bill relates to another bill
we are working on. By doing that, I
just want to share something I saw in
Colorado about 3 weeks ago.

I was in Golden, Colorado, at the Na-
tional Renewable Energy Lab. At that
National Renewable Energy Lab I saw
a functioning system of powering our
cars with solar energy.

It was a photovoltaic cell about 400
square feet mounted on a little pod
that basically would run two cars, two
electric plug-in cars for a day, just by
charging them for about 6 to 8 hours.
So you plug them in, they run 40 miles
on all electricity, and then they could
go another 250 miles on gasoline. Basi-
cally what it showed was a vision for
this country using home-grown solar
power and home-grown electric cars.

This bill is absolutely imperative to
make sure that we get that solar en-
ergy located in the United States. So
these industries like Ausra Solar Ther-
mal Power, like Nanosolar in Palo Alto
with photovoltaic power, so we keep
building those businesses right here in
the United States. And the renewable
tax credits are imperative in this bill.

But I want to point out how this
dovetails with another bill that is
under consideration today in the
House, and that is a bill we will have to
try to stimulate job creation.

It very important in those plug-in
cars that we have that we manufacture
in this country the batteries that are
going to run our electric cars. When we
have plug-in electric cars and fully
electric cars, the batteries will rep-
resent 50 percent of the value of those
cars, and we cannot allow those jobs to
g0 to China and Korea. Unfortunately,
right now the plans are to make the
car bodies here, but make the batteries
in China and Korea. That is a sure loss
of tens of thousands of jobs.

So we are working on another bill
here today parallel to this one that
would create a loan guarantee program
to ensure that those battery produc-
tion jobs stay in America. I am hopeful
that we get these renewable energy tax
credits extended, and I think it is im-
perative that we move forward to save
the battery industry in this country.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, it
sounds like our friends on the Demo-
cratic side are talking off talking
points of the Republican Party today,
cutting taxes, keeping jobs in America,
expanding our economy. We can sure
use a little bit of this. It goes a long
way. We ought to make it permanent,
but we shouldn’t do it with a tax in-
crease attached to it.

Mr. Speaker, at this time I would
like to yield 5 minutes to my friend,
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS).
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Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
want to thank my friend from Texas
for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, let me talk about the
broad bill and speak as to how impor-
tant that bill is. I think it is vitally
important to extend these tax extend-
ers. Frankly, I think these tax extend-
ers that we have here ought to be made
permanent, but maybe we will have a
debate on that at a future time.

It is especially important to my
State of Washington, because it allows
for the sales tax deduction of State
sales tax from my Federal income tax
obligation, because Washington State,
along with six or seven other states,
doesn’t have an income tax, and this is
simply a fairness issue.

So this is a very important bill, very
broadly, but it is not a complete bill.
This bill in its current form will not
pass the Senate and therefore will not
become law.

Why is that, Mr. Speaker? The reason
why is because it leaves out a very,
very important provision, a provision
that the Senate put in there, and I
don’t always like to congratulate the
Senate, but in this case, in their wis-
dom, to take care of a problem that
faces rural America, especially, and es-
pecially rural America that has a lot of
Federal lands, and that is the Secure
Rural Schools Act. It extends it for 4
years.

What is this act? This act is simply
an act to recognize that Federal poli-
cies in the past, i.e. policies that don’t
allow some communities to log their
Federal lands and get the revenue from
that, puts a big hurt on local govern-
ment and school districts. The Secure
Rural Schools Act is designed to miti-
gate that because of Federal policy.

Now, what I can’t understand about
this is this has broad bipartisan sup-
port. It has had support a number of
times. And, here we are, winding our
way down in this Congress, and you
would think that the broad bipartisan-
ship of this would recognize that the
Senate passed this bill 93-2 and that
they say I think this has a pretty good
chance of becoming law. But, no, ear-
lier this morning I offered an amend-
ment to the rule to allow me to simply
bring up the opportunity to vote up or
down on this issue, and it was defeated
on a partisan vote.

Mr. Speaker, this issue is very, very
important. I have in front of me here,
Mr. Speaker, and I will include it for
the RECORD, a letter from the National
Forest Counties and Schools Coalition.
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The essence of this—and it is dated
today—a letter to Speaker PELOSI to
include this provision in the Tax Ex-
tenders Act.

Well, it is in the act. It is in the act
that passed the Senate.

Now maybe there are politics being
played with this. I know that we are in
a political arena here, sometimes that
happens, but I think the Speaker of the
House, who comes from urban San
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Francisco, doesn’t understand rural
America.

I would suggest that probably the
chairman of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, who comes from urban New
York City, doesn’t understand the
needs of rural America. I can only
think that’s the reason it wasn’t in-
cluded in something that has broad bi-
partisan support.

I think that we should defeat this
rule, and I think what we need to do at
the end of the day is to pass the Senate
bill, because we know the President
will sign it. He has sent a letter to
every Member of the House saying that
he would sign that bill.

I don’t like to concede everything to
the Senate. There are a lot of times I
disagree with what they are saying.

But I think we need to take into ac-
count what the majority leader has
said. I think we need to take into ac-
count what was said by the senior Sen-
ator from Oregon. By the way, Oregon
is one of these States that are heavily
hit, impacted by the lack of rural
school language in this bill.

Senator WYDEN said, after passage of
the Senate bill, and I quote, “Now it’s
up to the House and the President to do
the right thing, or thousands of critical
employees in hundreds of communities
across Oregon could face a very dif-
ficult winter.”

Well, I have got to tell you, the
President is on board. He doesn’t have
to say the President would do the right
thing, the President said he would sign
this bill. It’s up to the House.

The way to accomplish that is to de-
feat this rule so we can take up the
Senate bill and concur with them, send
it to the President’s desk, and it will
become law.

NATIONAL FOREST COUNTIES AND
SCHOOLS COALITION,
Red Bluff, CA, September 25, 2008.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI: We are writing this
letter to ask that you please include four
years of funding for Secure Rural Schools
and PILT in the final version of the Tax Ex-
tenders Act of 2008. As you are aware this
legislation is crucial to school children and
teachers across the nation, and the continu-
ation of vital county services. The Adminis-
tration ‘‘supports prompt passage’ of H.R.
6049, and has not threatened to veto that leg-
islation if it includes funding for Secure
Rural Schools and PILT.

We would very much appreciate your lead-
ership on this issue. You have an oppor-
tunity to ensure that school children are af-
forded the opportunity for a quality edu-
cation. We look forward to working with
you, and other members of Congress, to in-
clude this funding package in the final legis-
lation.

Thank you for all your efforts on our be-
half.

Sincerely,
ROBERT E. DOUGLAS,
Executive Director.

Mr. RANGEL. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I will
be happy to yield to my friend.

Mr. RANGEL. I don’t think there is
anything that you have said in support
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of rural schools that I do not believe in
and that I am not willing to support.

I just want to make it abundantly
clear that the issue that has caused
this logjam with the Senate has noth-
ing to do with the causes that you ad-
vocate and I support. There is only one
issue that has not brought us here, and
that is the issue of whether or not we
pay for the extenders or don’t pay for
the extenders.

It seems like an issue, when we are
asked to come up with $700 billion, that
should not really concern us that
much. But the truth of the matter is,
they have sent the bill over here.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
R0Ss). The time of the gentleman from
Washington has expired.

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
chairman of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, the gentleman from New York
(Mr. RANGEL).

Mr. RANGEL. The only real big issue
is that they have sent over a 2-year ex-
tension, but it’s paid for only 1 year.
The position that has been taken by
the majority in the House is that in-
stead of 2 years, we are prepared to ac-
cept the extender package, as is, except
that we will reduce it to 1 year so there
would be no years unpaid for, or, in the
alternative, and I spoke just yesterday
with Senator GRASSLEY, we are pre-
pared to pay for the 2 years.

There is a difference, they claim over
there, and I have no reason to disagree
with them, that if we do anything on
the House side, exercise any preroga-
tive in the payment of this, they can-
not hold on to their 60 votes.

I want the gentleman to know that I
only wish that rural schools would be
the only issue, because it could be re-
solved. It is not the issue. It is only the
issue that I stated with you, and I have
shared this with the chairman of the
Senate Finance Committee, Senator
BAaucus, and have shared it with our
Speaker.

That is the issue that is holding up
the passage. So we will send another
bill back over there.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANGEL. Yes, I will.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I ap-
preciate the gentleman yielding.

Mr. Speaker, there are two points I
want to make, and I know there are
Members on your side that have advo-
cated paying for things.

Yesterday we had two tax bills on the
floor, the AMT fix, that didn’t have a
pay-for, and the disaster relief which
didn’t have a pay-for. So we have made
exceptions to that in the past.

This issue has been in front of us for
some time. It is absolutely critical to
these communities involved.

Now I would suggest, in fact, when
Mr. BLUMENAUER from Oregon was up-
stairs in the Rules Committee this
morning in your stead, he suggested
that rural schools probably shouldn’t
be on this bill, particular bill, because
it’s a tax bill.
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I will concede that that may be a log-
ical course of action. But if that is the
case, it seemed to me there should have
been another vehicle, like an appro-
priation bill in the CR, and it wasn’t on
the CR. We are running out of time, is
what I am just suggesting to my friend.

Let me ask my friend, if this bill does
not pass, is there any likelihood what-
soever of the Senate bill that passed
93-2 being enacted into law?

Mr. RANGEL. I am telling you that
the issues that we have and concerns
with the credibility of funding tax de-
creases is one that exists, but probably
between our parties, and we have divi-
sion in the House. But we would like to
believe that in the House of Represent-
atives that we initiate taxes and just
sometimes, just sometimes the other
body has to yield to our requests.

Four times we sent it over, four
times we tried to negotiate. Even yes-
terday I was talking and trying to see
whether we could work out something.

There are times when the integrity of
the House is important in order to rec-
ognize that we have to get things done,
but we have to also maintain some
principles. We are at that point now.

I don’t know how long it’s going to
take, but I just came to the floor, when
I heard your eloquent argument, which
hardly anyone can dispute, to make it
clear that if you are a Republican or a
Democrat, and you want to help, if you
are in business, and you are concerned
about the extension of benefits that
workers and companies need, if you are
concerned about the energy crisis, and
you want to do something, that we are
going to keep sending packages. If we
had someone as eloquent as you on the
other side saying let’s get something
done this year, we wouldn’t have this
problem.

So when it gets down to it, who is
going to yield? Well, we have, again
and again and again and again.

As proud as I am of being a Member
of Congress and chairman of this com-
mittee, it has to stop somewhere where
the other body knows that they are
just one body of the Congress. They
just can’t say that they can’t get any-
thing done.

But once they do come together, then
it means that we don’t have anything
to say about anything as to what gets
in their package.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANGEL. I yield.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I ap-
preciate the gentleman yielding. Far
be it from me to defend the actions of
the other body. I am a Member of this
House and I am proud to be a Member
of this House.

But we have to recognize this is a bi-
cameral process. Sometimes we have to
recognize, as they have to recognize on
some legislation that we pass, where
we don’t move, and that’s happened in
the past.

This one is a 93-2. That is over-
whelming, and it includes language, as
I mentioned on Secure Rural Schools,
that is very, very important.
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So I hope that the Senate bill passes.
I would urge my colleagues to defeat
this rule, as I mentioned, and the un-
derlying bill so we can take that up,
and I appreciate the gentleman yield-
ing me the length of time.

Mr. RANGEL. I appreciate the time
that you have given me.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the chairman, the gentleman
from New York, coming down and
being on the floor. I really do respect
and appreciate that.

It’s my hope that the gentleman
from New York also heard, and I am
not claiming any insensitivity here at
all, but I hope that he has heard the
story about these 41 States and these,
in particular, communities that had
counted on and received this money for
a long time.

The actual impact, and I am going to
yield in just a minute to the gentleman
from Oregon, who can more clearly
enunciate, but the real impact on 41
States, rural communities, that have
forests in their areas, is a real and gen-
uine problem. I had an opportunity this
year in August to go out to Oregon and
see firsthand.

I had an opportunity firsthand to
meet with people who tried to explain
to me. They said, Congressman SES-
SIONS, please look at what we are ask-
ing for and the need.

It is my hope, and I would like to
know that the gentleman who is the
chairman of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee would be able to hear firsthand.

And so at this time I would like to
yield 5 minutes to the distinguished
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. WALDEN).

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Thank you
to my colleague from Texas, and I note
the chairman, apparently, has had to
leave the floor, but perhaps he will be
able to hear this somewhere wherever
he is.

It is extraordinarily important to the
States that are involved, to the 4,400
school districts that are involved, the
600 rural counties that are involved,
this is the opportunity that is being
lost. This measure, when it came from
the other body, passed by the other
body, had in it a 4-year reauthorization
bipartisan of the Secure Rural Schools
and Community Self-Determination
Act.

That funding is used to help school
kids go to school in areas where there
is a high preponderance of Federal
lands, timber lands. That funding is
being taken away. It helps pay for
search and rescue, fire and police. That
funding is being taken away.

You see, I have got counties that up
to 70 percent of their land mass is off
their tax rolls because it’s Federal
land. We have 11 national forests in my
district alone in the nearly 70,000
square miles of Oregon that I rep-
resent.

The mills are closed because of
change in policy and litigation. The
jobs are lost, the revenues have dried
up. Now the Federal Government, in ef-
fect, is breaching its nearly century-
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old commitment, century-old commit-
ment, to share revenues and help.

Now yesterday on this House floor
the majority waived twice PAYGO
rules on two other tax provisions,
waived them. They have waived them
before.

If they were going to bring a bill here
that has pay-fors in it to pay for the
tax extensions, why did they rip out
county payments and not, instead, pay
for them somehow and put that on the
floor? It’s a choice they made.

Why didn’t they allow us to have at
least a vote on the floor on an amend-
ment and let the will of the House be
worked, as they promised they would
do if they got control of this House,
and now seem less inclined to allow?

So there is no opportunity for my
side of the aisle, the Republicans, to
even offer an amendment, to keep the
Federal Government’s commitment for
the last 100 years to these rural schools
and counties and sheriffs’ departments,
to do the search and rescue, to do the
fire work, to do everything they do,
educate our kids, among other things.
It also denies us the opportunity to re-
authorize titles II and IIT of the Secure
Rural Schools and Community Self-De-
termination Act, which brings together
in a collaborative process environ-
mental organizations, forestry and
community leaders in all the States.

How can we be better stewards of the
lands around us? How do we get out
and do the work that, A, produces jobs;
B, makes our forests healthier and
safer and our communities safer?

That funding stream has dried up.
There have been massive layoffs in the
local governments that I represent. We
have counties in Oregon, some of which
are contemplating bankruptcy, bank-
ruptcy, dissolve, go away, turn them-
selves back to the States and the
neighboring counties. This is real seri-
ous stuff, and it has been going on a
long time.

This is the opportunity before us. We
asked the leadership in a bipartisan
way. Members of both parties sent let-
ters to the leadership saying can you
give us another 1-year extension in the
CR. They chose not to, and that’s their
prerogative.

This is the vehicle that’s come from
the Senate, or at least the vehicle that
the Senate passed would have reau-
thorized and funded county payments
for the next 4 years in a phased-out
process.

Now some have alleged in the press
that it was dropped because the Presi-
dent was going to veto this bill if it
was in it. That’s not what the state-
ment of administrative policy says,
and I don’t believe that’s what the
chairman said or the leadership on the
Democrat side of the aisle said.

This isn’t because the President said
he would veto it, because he didn’t say
he would veto it. He said he would sign
it if the House would take it up. So
this could become law. This could be-
come law. This could be passed, this
could become law. We could get back
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on track in 600 rural counties and 4,400
school districts in 42 States and be the
partner we should be.

We do a lot of things in this Congress
for this, our Nation’s city. That’s right,
because there is a huge Federal foot-
print and presence here, so we do a lot
of things to help the residents of Wash-
ington, DC. I believe the figure is 26
percent of the land mass of Wash-
ington, DC is Federal. And the rest is
private.

You get out in the west and upwards
of half of our States in some cases, and
sometimes more, is Federal ground.
When there is a fire in the forest,
which we have had, again, another
record season of fire-fighting costs and
loss of life and loss of habitat and for-
ests, it is the local sheriff’s depart-
ment. It is the local community that is
affected.
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In southern Oregon this year in the
Rogue Valley, for nearly a month the
air quality was about as bad as you can
get because of the fires in northern
California choking the air shed. There
is so much work we need to do out in
our forests.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman’s time has expired.

Mr. SESSIONS. I yield the gentleman
an additional 3 minutes.

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. In the
Winema-Fremont National Forest,
there is more than 500,000 acres of Fed-
eral and private land that is ready to
go up in smoke. It is disease-ridden.
There is beetle kill. And because of the
way that the budget is structured and
this Congress’ refusal—we did it in the
House but the Senate hasn’t taken it
up, a bill to create a separate fire cat-
egory for the Forest Service, they have
had to take $1 million out of that one
forest alone to pay for current fire-
fighting costs elsewhere, which means
the money is not available to go in and
do the thinning and remove the dying
trees and open up the stands and deal
with the beetle kill. They have had to
put all of that, or at least $1 million of
it, on hold which just means that the
problem gets worse faster. So when it
ignites, and it will, folks, you will have
half-a-million acres in the northwest,
in the Winema-Fremont National For-
est, go up in smoke.

Now this legislation, if we can get an
amendment, and if you vote down the
previous question, I will offer a 4-year
extension as the alternative. So you
will have a chance to vote. If you are
for county payments, vote ‘‘no’’ on the
previous question.

If that fails, then our motion to re-
commit will be the full Senate bill that
has the 4-year extension with county
payments in it.

So this is where the rubber hits the
road. This is where you have an oppor-
tunity to be for county payments, for
your local schools, for the sheriff serv-
ice, for search and rescue. For all the
things, the collaborative approaches to
forest management that this legisla-
tion in the past has helped provide.
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Unless you think that this is a par-
tisan issue, it never was and should
never be, because it was enacted in a
Republican Congress with a Democrat
President, and it has been hailed as a
marvelous success on the ground, and
it has been a wonderful partnership
until it was allowed to expire. Today
we need to reauthorize it. Today we
need to be given at least the oppor-
tunity to vote on it. What is wrong in
a democratic institution, the finest on
the planet, of offering us at least an op-
portunity to vote? You have the votes
if you want to kill it. You outnumber
us on rules more than 2-to-1. There are
ways to do this. It doesn’t have to be
this way.

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the distinguished majority leader, the
gentleman from Maryland, 1 minute.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

I rise in strong support of this rule
and strong support of this bill.

I want to say to my friend, I am
mindful of the issue he raises. I think
that ought to be addressed and I cer-
tainly will look forward to working
with him and others in addressing this
as we move along; and before, hope-
fully, we leave here because he makes a
good point.

I support this bill for two reasons.
First, because it provides essential tax
relief to American families and busi-
nesses. And secondly, just as impor-
tantly, because it is paid for.

The tax credits extended by this bill,
some of the most necessary, are those
that support renewable energy and en-
ergy efficiency. Business and political
leaders agree. This summer, 51 State
governors sent us a letter which read
in part: “Extending tax incentives for
energy efficiency and conservation will
slow the growth of future energy needs,
minimize ratepayers’ costs, and lessen
potential environmental impacts.”

New energy technologies may not
end the pain of $4 a gallon gas in the
short term, but those technologies
which this bill helps to support are the
only long-term solutions to our energy
crunch. In the meantime, alternative
energy tax credits will create tens of
thousands of American jobs. We must
pass this legislation.

Now, I was proud of the fact that the
House passed a bill expanding domestic
production of oil just this month. But
a country that controls less than 3 per-
cent of the world’s oil supply, while
using more than a quarter, cannot drill
its way out of the fundamental prob-
lem. Boone Pickens has made that very
clear to all of us.

That is why I am glad to see the
House consider farsighted legislation
like this. But I don’t just support the
goals of this bill, I support it because
its tax credits are not financed by even
more debt. We are going to incur a lot
of debt, we are going to incur a lot of
debt in this week. We did so yesterday.
Almost all of the Members of this
House voted to so-called fix the alter-
native minimum tax. I voted against
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that. I voted against it because it
wasn’t paid for.

The means used to pay for this legis-
lation are not controversial. They in-
clude a provision to close a loophole
that allows hedge fund managers and
other high-income corporate execu-
tives to defer taxes through offshore
tax havens. What does that mean, the
rest of us pay more.

A large majority of the business com-
munity agrees that we should close
that loophole. So do majorities in the
House and Senate. Only a Republican
minority in the Senate, frankly, is put-
ting high-income tax loopholes above
fiscal sanity. They are insisting, in-
stead, that we pay for this bill with
borrowed money.

I understand that bind, the bind that
presents for principled Senate Demo-
crats. But fiscal responsibility is not
something we can compromise on, es-
pecially now. We have a crisis. This
economy is in the worse shape it has
been in half a century, notwith-
standing the protestations that were
made in 2001 and 2002 and 2003 and 2004
and 2005 and 2006 about how good this
economy was, and the fact that the tax
and economic policies being pursued by
this administration were making our
economy grow and expand and create
jobs. The fact of the matter is, we have
lost jobs this year; 500,000 jobs. Bill
Clinton in the same period of time in
his administration created 1.4 million
new jobs. That is a net turnaround of 2
million jobs.

But fiscal responsibility is not some-
thing that we can compromise on, espe-
cially now. In crisis, we need to act.
But in time of financial crisis brought
on, in part, by massive fiscal irrespon-
sibility and regulatory neglect, Mr.
Speaker, no matter how much we value
this extenders bill, it is simply wrong
to pay for it by once more whipping
out the national credit card. We don’t
need to do that. We have not done it,
and I hope my colleagues on both sides
of the aisle will support this bill. They
support the policies. All we are asking
is to pay for it, and the pay-fors in this
bill are not controversial. That is the
kind of thinking that swung the Clin-
ton surplus deep into record debt under
President Bush and led to more foreign
borrowing by this administration than
by the first 42 administrations com-
bined. In other words, we have had to
borrow more money from foreign gov-
ernments during the last 90 months
than we borrowed in the previous 219
years.

We helped to create a crisis of con-
fidence in our financial system which
we are being asked to pay for, dearly.
Charging our children and grand-
children for our priorities is deeply un-
wise, and I would suggest immoral.

This year, Senator BoB CORKER, a Re-
publican, was one of the few Repub-
licans to bravely break with his party
and insist that this bill be paid for. He
said, and I call my Republican col-
leagues’ attention to what BoB CORKER
had to say: “It is the first time in a
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long time I thought we had something
that was intellectually honest,” and
that is paying for this bill. ““And I have
to tell you, my big fear is our tremen-
dous lack of fiscal discipline.” So said
BoB CORKER, Republican from Ten-
nessee, when calling upon his body to
pay for this bill.

That fear of more debt is entirely
reasonable. I am glad more and more
Members of Congress are coming to
share it.

I urge my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle, not because they are Repub-
licans or Democrats, but because they
love our country, they want to see our
fiscal ship of state righted, realizing we
are in a crisis time, and they have an
opportunity to act in a fiscally respon-
sible way today. Take that oppor-
tunity. Show America that we have the
courage to pay for what we buy while
at the same time giving tax relief to
people who need it, to businesses who
will expand and create jobs, and to an
energy independence that is so critical
for our Nation.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentleman, my friend, the
majority leader of the House, for com-
ing down and being on the floor. I
would, if I can, not take his words but
to take his feelings and understandings
in the way I accept this, as well as the
gentleman from Oregon, that the ma-
jority leader has indicated that he will
try before this session is over to ad-
dress this issue. It is my hope that the
majority leader, and so that we don’t
engage in talking past each other,
would not do what happened on July 30
when the gentleman, the chairman of
the Agriculture Committee said in a
colloquy that he would also work with
another Member of the Republican
team before the bill came back on an
amendment. That never happened.

It is my hope, without calling any-
one’s bluff around here, to take the
gentleman’s words that I believe he
very sincerely stated, that he would
initiate the opportunity to find a place
in the budget, I'm sorry, in an appro-
priation bill, to get passed by the
House of Representatives and the Sen-
ate because that’s what we are talking
about. We are talking about a bill
today that could have passed because
the President would sign it and the
Senate would agree to it. So I have
taken it that way.

Now, the gentleman from Maryland
also indicated that he saw nothing con-
troversial in this bill, but extending fu-
ture taxes for 1 year, this provision is
going to cost employers $1.474 billion.
That is a tax increase. That means it
makes it more difficult for employers
to hire employees. It sounds like the
same type of arrangement that some of
our other States have done, up to and
including the State of Illinois that
raised taxes just like this which puts
Illinois where they are 48 out of 50 in
job creation. It places States in a posi-
tion and employers in the position
where they lay off employees. So there
is a controversial piece in this package
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that I am disappointed is in there as a
permanent tax increase.

Mr. Speaker, at this time I would
like to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. Doo-
LITTLE).

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I am
very pleased to have heard the tremen-
dous support for our rural schools
throughout America. I am bringing
this up because the Senate tax extend-
ers package has funding for rural
schools in it. We have gone for the en-
tire year without addressing this prob-
lem. Our layoff notices have gone out
in California already. I have one coun-
ty, Plumas County, where they will be
laying off a majority of their adminis-
trators, nearly one-third of their teach-
ers, they will be closing all school li-
braries and closing some, if not all, of
the school cafeterias. This is a problem
that cries out for action.

I was very happy to hear the chair-
man of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, as reported to me, that he indi-
cated that he did not have a problem
with this. I personally spoke with the
President of the United States who un-
derstands the problem of our rural
schools and is willing to support it. We
just can’t get the House of Representa-
tives to keep it in the bill when it
comes to the floor.

Mr. Speaker, representing the 4,400
schools that qualify for this aid, and
the 780 counties in this country where
the schools are located, I implore you,
we must act to save our rural commu-
nities. They are entitled to be included
in this bill and to get the funding that
they deserve. It is unconscionable that
we keep going with bills through this
Congress and fail to address this issue.

So please, let’s work together on a
bipartisan basis and a bicameral basis
and take care of our rural communities
starting with the Secure Rural Schools
and Self-Determination Act for our
communities.

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. BLUMENAUER), a member of the
Ways and Means Committee.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I appreciate the
gentleman yielding me this time to
speak on this, and his leadership in
bringing this measure to the floor.

This is an important element to
bring together to finally wrap up and
end a game of political ping-pong. We
have passed four times through the
House of Representatives these critical
energy provisions, along with the tax
extenders.

We have a proposal before us today
that is something that our friends on
the other side of the Capitol ought to
be able to accept. It meets all of the
needs of things that we all agree should
be part of this legislation, and it is
paid for by using provisions all of
which have already passed the other
body. These are not controversial.
These are things on which there is
agreement.

We can meld these together and be
able to have the provisions that are so
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critical for research and development,
for solar, for wind. There are others ob-
viously that deal with important parts
of our economy and items that relate
to individual families in terms of tax
extenders.

O 1445

There is something in this legislation
for virtually everybody on the floor of
the House, for the people that we rep-
resent, and in terms that do not have
to be controversial. Indeed, our chair-
man of Ways and Means took out a pro-
vision that is near and dear to his
heart, a proposal that was a rec-
ommendation from the President of the
United States, to keep the American
commitment at Ground Zero; not that
it’s not important, but it’s not there in
order to make this a clean tax bill and
to minimize controversy.

There have been some concerns about
the rural schools provision. I come
from the State of Oregon. I have been
here working in a bipartisan basis, to
atone for what the last Republican-
controlled Congress did, where they al-
lowed this provision to expire. The Re-
publicans chose not to renew it, so we
started from scratch. We had to scram-
ble to find a budget home.

I see my colleague, PETER DeFAZIO
from Oregon here, who’s been a cham-
pion trying at every turn to move this
forward. And we’ve actually got it
through in several provisions through
the House of Representatives.

It’s ironic that there are some who
would come to the floor, and sadly, as
we heard them, attack the Speaker,
the Rules Committee Chair in the past
and others who are trying to help us
and whose leadership is critical.

I've talked to the majority leader a
few minutes ago. You just heard his
words on the floor as he told me pri-
vately that he would continue to work
with us. We’re not done yet. Let’s look
for a provision in which we could get
help for rural school. The best way to
do it is to take people at their word,
yes, try and work with them, and yes,
not to insult the people who we’re rely-
ing on to help us guide it through. I
would hope we are people of goodwill.

The rural schools funding is not a tax
provision and not germane. I hope we
can find an opportunity in an economic
stimulus bill or something else, that is
appropriate. I want to deal with the
problem at Ground Zero.

But let’s not muddy the waters on
this bill. Let’s not vote against the
rule. Let’s not disparage people whose
help we need at a time when there are
all sorts of things going on here and
we’re going to need to work together
cooperatively.

Mr. RANGEL. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I would be hon-
ored to.

Mr. RANGEL. Let me try to clear up
some things. It’s insulting to believe
that because I come from the City of
New York that I don’t understand the
problems of education in rural areas. In
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this great country it’s so important
that all of our kids have——

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. ARCURI. I yield an additional 2
minutes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. And I continue
to yield.

Mr. RANGEL. Thank you so much, a
distinguished member of our com-
mittee, and I've heard your eloquent
plea on behalf of education for our
rural children. And whether they’re in
inner cities or rural areas, in order for
this country to be productive, in order
for this country to make certain that
we can compete, we’ve got to improve
the quality of education.

Now, people are talking about the
other body’s bill as though we have it.
They’re holding up that bill at the
desk. They won’t bring that bill over
here. All we’re trying to do is to say,
don’t hold back the incentives that we
have for businesses to continue what
they’re doing in order to get energy.

Now, I can give some assurances too.
We have to think, not as Democrats
and Republicans, but we have to think
about having the House of Representa-
tives respected, and to believe that in
the House of Representatives, the peo-
ple govern.

And I can assure you, if we can break
down that gridlock as relates to who’s
going to be responsible and pay for
these incentives, I have no problems,
even though that bill does not have ju-
risdiction in my committee, as the
chairman in accepting that, because I
know how important it is.

But if you weaken us, they come over
here, and you believe that they’re right
because they have 90 votes? Well, God
knows that we can work out something
with Republicans and have our way on
everything as long as we say you're
going to get what you want. That’s not
the way we think that we should legis-
late.

You have a good issue. We accept the
issue. We can work with the issue. And
we can do it in the other body’s bill.
That other body’s bill has not been
sent over here, for political purposes,
in order to believe that at the last
minute there’s going to be a cave-in.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I want to thank
the chairman for his expression of sup-
port. I just would conclude by saying
that we want to make sure that this
bill goes forward for the things the
American people need, and we can
work on the long term for these other
solutions. And I appreciate the gentle-
man’s clarification——

Mr. RANGEL. We can do it in this
bill.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. And your lead-
ership.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, the
gentleman from New York has hit upon
a great idea, which means we can do
this today, which means, if the pre-
vious question is defeated, we can just
add the gentleman, Mr. WALDEN’S
amendment right to the bill. We can
get it accepted. There’s no need to go

The
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back to committee. It’1l just be accept-
ed as it is.

We’ve heard lots of people from the
majority, including the majority lead-
er, the gentleman from New York, who
does care about schools. He cares about
education. But today we can resolve
this.

You see, what happened is I was just
upstairs, Mr. Speaker, at the Rules
Committee, and we lost 94 on a party-
line vote. We tried the process. Repub-
licans respectfully came and tried. Evi-
dently we’re making progress today.
That makes me happy.

So the gentleman can, with respect,
whatever his words may be, will have a
chance today. We’re not going to send
anything back to the committee. We’ll
just add the amendment to the bill
once the previous question is defeated.

Mr. RANGEL. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. SESSIONS. I would yield to the
gentleman.

Mr. RANGEL. I want to give you as
much assurance as to what can be done
and what can’t be done. It may sound
good to say that you can add it to the
bill. Just because it has no germane-
ness in the Senate does not prevent me,
in conference, from accepting it. But I
can’t help to make your amendment
germane on a bill that has nothing to
do with rural education, no matter how
deep the commitment.

All T can promise you, if we showed
the solidarity in sending our bill over
there as they clearly have in sending
their bill over here, I can assure you in
conference, if it’s in their bill I will be
able to support it. But the question of
having an amendment when it’s not
germane is something that we can’t
win on.

Mr. SESSIONS. Reclaiming my time,
I would like to ask the gentleman. It’s
my understanding that this was a con-
ference report.

Mr. RANGEL. We have never, never,
never, been able to go into conference.
We’ve ended conferences with the other
body. They make up their mind what
they want to do and they come and tell
me, and then around the edges we get
some agreement.

Mr. SESSIONS. Well, I thank the
gentleman. Reclaiming my time, you
know, we could sit here and ping-pong
back between you and me too. I'm try-
ing to say that the gentleman, Mr.
WALDEN, has respectfully brought the
issue for over 2 years.

We were upstairs yesterday in the
Rules Committee. The gentleman from
Pasco, Washington, Doc HASTINGS, po-
litely asked. He served on the com-
mittee 12 years. I've only served on it
10 years. We politely asked if we could
get it in. And now we’re down being
nice to each other on the floor.

All I’'m suggesting to you is we can
go through our own parliamentary pro-
cedure properly. We can get it included
in and then we know that all of our
words did matter.

But without that, without that, the
gentleman from Oregon is correct. Oth-
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erwise, then it is only the Democrat
leadership, the Speaker and the Rules
Committee who will be responsible for
it not making it. The committee had
that opportunity yesterday. We’'re
going to give every single Member of
this body the opportunity in just a few
minutes. I'm hopeful that people take
us up on it.

Mr. Speaker, at this time I would
like to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP).

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker,
this is indeed a unique situation as I
rise to speak on something that I con-
sider to be extremely significant, and
it seems as if it has almost bipartisan
and bi-House support for doing this at
the same time.

We throw around a lot of numbers in
this floor, and I think there’s only two
that I would like to emphasize right
now, 52 and 4. 52 and 4. Because one of
the situations that we have in this par-
ticular issue is that if you live east of
the Rocky Mountains, only 4 percent of
all of it is owned by the Federal Gov-
ernment; and 52 percent of those of us
who live west of it is owned by the Fed-
eral Government, which creates a
unique and significant problem.

Mr. Speaker, if I could, for a mo-
ment, I would like to yield to the gen-
tleman from Texas.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I'm
going to ask unanimous consent to
have the text of the amendment and
extraneous material inserted into the
RECORD prior to the vote on the pre-
vious question.

I'm going to offer and place forward
this amendment to H. Res. 1501. It will
allow this body to be able to vote,
when we defeat the previous question,
to add in the amendment directly to
the bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, it will be entered into the
RECORD.

There was no objection.

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin, a member of the Ways and
Means Committee, Mr. KIND.

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank my good friend from New York
for yielding me the time and for his
management of this important rule and
the important legislation that we’re
going to have a chance to debate and
consider in a short while.

But I also want to thank the chair-
man of the Ways and Means Committee
for his strong commitment to the rural
school portion that’s been discussed on
the floor here.

As someone who represents Western
Wisconsin, with many rural schools, I
have the utmost confidence that we’re
going to find a way, working with the
Senate, whether it’s in conference in
the reconciliation that will inevitably
have to take place between this energy
tax incentive extender bill that we
have before us and what they’ve moved
earlier in the week in order to get this
provision done. It is important, across
the aisle, that we accomplish that.
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But let’s get back to the substance of
what we have before us here, which
represents, I believe, an important step
along the road to developing a com-
prehensive energy plan that makes
sense for our country’s future and our
children’s future because of the crucial
investment that it makes with the tax
incentives to develop alternative and
renewable energy sources in this coun-
try.

Throughout the summer, and for too
long, we have heard the chant from the
other side that the answer to our en-
ergy woes is ‘‘drill, drill, drill.” But
Thomas Friedman is correct in stating
that it’s comparable to a group of citi-
zens standing up on the eve of the in-

formation technology revolution,
screaming for more electric type-
writers, electric typewriters, electric

typewriters, when our national chant
really should be, ‘“‘invent, invent, in-
vent.” It’s the only way we’re going to
see our way out of the energy box and
crisis that we’re facing as a Nation and
throughout the world. That’s what this
bill helps us to accomplish, with tax in-
centives for the development of wind
and solar, fuel cell development, geo-
thermal, electric hybrid technology,
but also the incentives to enhance con-
servation and an efficiency program,
which is another important aspect to-
wards energy independence; extending
the credit for energy efficient improve-
ments to existing homes, for instance,
energy efficient commercial buildings,
energy efficient appliance credits, ac-
celerated depreciation for smart me-
ters and smart grid systems, qualified
green building and sustainable design
projects, as well as the extension of the
R&D tax credit, which will help spur
the investment in clean technology and
clean energy sources.

The only real difficulty we have with
this legislation is the fact that the
Democratic Party, since we took the
majority, believes that we need to
start paying for things again. We have
responsible offsets to pay for this so we
don’t dig a hole deeper for our children
to climb out of. And when we adopted
pay-as-you-go budgeting rules, we did
it not because we thought it was going
to be fun or easy. We did it because we
thought it was the responsible thing to
do, so that we don’t leave a legacy of
debt to our children and grandchildren.

And the revenue offsets that we iden-
tify in this bill to pay for the invest-
ment and build-out of renewable en-
ergy in this country, come from the ex-
orbitant tax breaks that big oil compa-
nies receive under their bill at a time
of record profits with oil companies sit-
ting on huge cash reserves. That’s why
this legislation is important, and I en-
courage my colleagues to support it.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, we will
reserve our time.
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Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Ari-
zona (Ms. GIFFORDS).

Ms. GIFFORDS. This week, Congress
is grappling with grave economic
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issues, issues that are facing our Na-
tion’s economy, and we’re all being
called upon right now to ensure that
America’s financial situation is secure.
But today we also have an opportunity
to look beyond the present and ensure
that America’s future is strong, and
that’s what this energy tax bill is all
about.

In particular, I want to call your at-
tention to the solar tax credits. Solar
power is clean, it’s domestic, it’s re-
newable, it’s going to bring us closer to
energy independence and provide us
with powerful economic benefits across
our great Nation.

According to a recent study, an 8-
year extension of the solar ITC could
lead to more than 440,000 jobs and at-
tract $232 billion in investment. Not
only is that serious economic stimulus,
it will foster a cleaner, safer, and more
sustainable world. But without the
solar ITC being signed into law this
year, it will not happen.

We have to pass this bill. We must
work with the Senate. We must work
with the White House.

Time is not on our side.

Mr. SESSIONS. We will reserve our
time, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. DEFAZIO).

Mr. DEFAZIO. No one’s district, with
perhaps the exception of the other gen-
tleman from Oregon, is impacted more
than mine by the issue of counties and
schools. And no one has worked harder
to try to get it included. And actually
it was said yesterday that we didn’t
have a vote in the House on county
schools. We did, actually, in May, and
the Republicans chose to side with Big
0Oil instead of with counties and
schools. I got 218 votes, but I needed a
two-thirds majority to pass it.

And it was also included in an energy
package last year, a major energy ini-
tiative sent by the House to the Senate
which was filibustered by 41 Repub-
lican Senators, again, over the issue of
protecting Big Oil.

So the record’s pretty clear here. I
appreciate the chairman of the Ways
and Means Committee saying he’s
going to work with us and try to help
us with this vehicle or other vehicles in
the closing days of this Congress to get
this critical funding, and I take heart
with that because he’s an honorable
man.

We’ve got another problem, and it is
downtown. It’s called George Bush.
Here is the President’s statement on
county schools: ‘“Finally, the adminis-
tration opposes new, mandatory fund-
ing for payments in lieu of taxes, and
believes that any extension of rural
community payments should be phased
out, as it has previously proposed. The
administration urges Congress to
eliminate all such provisions from the
final bill.”” All such provisions. That’s
the President’s position.

If this President would 1lift one
pinky, we would have county school
funding. He muscled $465 million in for-
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eign aid into the continuing resolution
that passed the House yesterday be-
cause he wanted $365 million for Geor-
gia, but he didn’t ask for a penny for
county schools here in the United
States of America. And by the way,
that wasn’t Georgia the State, that’s
Georgia the country overseas; one of
his favorite places, I guess.

If we just had a little bit of help
downtown, we could get this done. And
we’re not done here yet. We’re going to
fight like heck in the next 2 days to get
it.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, we will
reserve our time.

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, I am pre-
pared to close. I have no further speak-
ers.

I reserve my time.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, it’s my
understanding that the bill that we’re
debating now and that was passed by
the Rules Committee is not the pack-
age that is on the floor now, that there
was a change that was made upwards of
$100 million, and that the Rules Com-
mittee, in fact, met—and in my opinion
should not have—and we passed a bill
that’s not on the floor.

And I don’t know—I'm looking for
some clarification on this. I'm saying
that right now on the floor. This is not
the same bill that is presently on the
floor that we passed in the Rules Com-
mittee.

And I'm asking for the Speaker to
rule this bill out of order or to tell me
what we believe is the correct thing to
do because we think that there’s been a
huge mistake.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the
gentleman have a parliamentary in-
quiry?

Mr. SESSIONS. I would say I have a
point of parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, what
version of the bill do we presently have
on the floor, and was it the same that
was passed by the Rules Committee
this morning?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair does not interpret a resolution
while it is pending.

The gentleman from New York is rec-
ognized.

Mr. ARCURI. I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SESSIONS. Then I would ask the
gentleman from the Rules Committee,
and I would say directly to the gen-
tleman, we do not believe that the bill
that is presently on the floor today was
exactly the same bill that was consid-
ered and passed in the Rules Com-
mittee and we are asking for clarifica-
tion. We believe there is at least a $100
million difference.

Mr. ARCURI. As I understand it, the
bill that is on the floor today is the
very same bill that was before the
Rules Committee earlier today.

Mr. SESSIONS. So you believe it is
exactly the same bill that we passed in
the Rules Committee?



September 25, 2008

Mr. ARCURI. As I understand it, it is
the same bill that we saw in the Rules
Committee. That’s right.

Mr. SESSIONS. I was looking for a
direct answer from the gentleman.

Mr. Speaker, we’ve made our point
today that we’re going to ask that the
gentleman, once the previous question
is defeated, the gentleman from Oregon
will have a chance to not send the bill
back to committee; just to accept the
amendment. And we have made our
case on the floor today. We asked for
and received clarification about the
bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker,
liamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Oregon will state his par-
liamentary inquiry.

Mr. DEFAZIO. The parliamentary in-
quiry would be if the previous question,
as the gentleman suggests, were de-
feated, under the rules of the House
and the germaneness, are all rules at
that point waived and this could be
added to the bill, or would the ger-
maneness rule apply and would a point
of order stand against it?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the
previous question was defeated, the
rules of the House would continue to
apply.

Mr. DEFAZIO. I guess that means it
would not be in order; is that correct?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That
would be a hypothetical question. The
Chair will not render an advisory opin-
ion.

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, sup-
porting this rule and the tax relief leg-
islation we will consider later today is
simply common sense. We can provide
tax relief and incentives to middle
class families, spur innovation, and
creates tens of thousands of new jobs,
reduce our dependence on oil from hos-
tile nations, reduce greenhouse gases,
and we can do it in a fiscally respon-
sible way. That is to say, we can do it
without putting the price tag on our
children and our grandchildren. We can
pay for it today.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes”
on the previous question and the rule.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. SESSIONS is as follows:
AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 1501 OFFERED BY REP.

SESSIONS OF TEXAS

Strike all after the resolved clause and in-
sert the following:

That upon the adoption of this resolution
it shall he in order to consider in the House
the bill (H.R. 7060) to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide incentives
for energy production and conservation, to
extend certain expiring provisions, to pro-
vide individual income tax relief, and for
other purposes. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived except
those arising under clause 10 of rule XXI.
The bill shall be considered as read. All
points of order against the bill are waived.
The previous question shall be considered as
ordered on the bill, and any amendment
there to, to final passage without inter-
vening motion except: (1) one hour of debate
equally divided and controlled by the chair-

par-
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man and ranking minority member of the
Committee on Ways and Means; (2) the
amendment relating to the reauthorization
of the Secure Rural Schools and Community
Self-Determination Act printed in section 4
of this resolution, if offered by Representa-
tive Walden of Oregon or his designee, which
shall be in order without intervention of any
point of order, shall he considered as read,
and shall be separately debatable for one
hour equally divided and controlled by the
proponent and and opponent; and (3) one mo-
tion to recommit with or without instruc-
tions.

SEC. 2. During consideration of H.R. 7060
pursuant to this resolution, notwithstanding
the operation of the previous question, the
Chair may postpone further consideration of
the bill, to such time as may he designated
by the Speaker.

SEC. 3. House Resolution 1489 is laid on the
table,

SEC. 4. The amendment referred to in sec-
tion 1 is as follows:

At the end of the bill add the following new
section:

SEC. 409. SECURE RURAL SCHOOLS AND COMMU-
NITY SELF-DETERMINATION PRO-
GRAM.

(a) REAUTHORIZATION OF THE SECURE RURAL
SCHOOLS AND COMMUNITY SELF-DETERMINA-
TION ACT OF 2000.—The Secure Rural Schools
and Community Self-Determination Act of
2000 (16 U.S.C. 500 note; Public Law 106-393) is
amended by striking sections 1 through 403
and inserting the following:

“SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

“This Act may be cited as the ‘Secure
Rural Schools and Community Self-Deter-
mination Act of 2000°.

“SEC. 2. PURPOSES.

‘“The purposes of this Act are—

‘(1) to stabilize and transition payments
to counties to provide funding for schools
and roads that supplements other available
funds;

‘“(2) to make additional investments in,
and create additional employment opportu-
nities through, projects that—

“(A)() improve the maintenance of exist-
ing infrastructure;

‘(i) implement stewardship objectives
that enhance forest ecosystems; and

‘“(iii) restore and improve land health and
water quality;

‘“(B) enjoy broad-based support; and

‘“(C) have objectives that may include—

‘(i) road, trail, and infrastructure mainte-
nance or obliteration;

¢“(ii) soil productivity improvement;

‘(iii) improvements in forest ecosystem
health;

‘“(iv) watershed restoration and mainte-
nance;

‘(v) the restoration, maintenance, and im-
provement of wildlife and fish habitat;

‘“(vi) the control of noxious and exotic
weeds; and

‘“(vii) the reestablishment of native spe-
cies; and

“(3) to improve cooperative relationships
among—

‘“(A) the people that use and care for Fed-
eral land; and

‘“(B) the agencies that manage the Federal
land.

“SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

“In this Act:

‘(1) ADJUSTED SHARE.—The term ‘adjusted
share’ means the number equal to the
quotient obtained by dividing—

‘“(A) the number equal to the quotient ob-
tained by dividing—

‘“(i) the base share for the eligible county;
by

‘‘(i1) the income adjustment for the eligible
county; by

H9905

‘“(B) the number equal to the sum of the
quotients obtained under subparagraph (A)
and paragraph (8)(A) for all eligible counties.

‘“(2) BASE SHARE.—The term ‘base share’
means the number equal to the average of—

‘“(A) the quotient obtained by dividing—

‘(i) the number of acres of Federal land de-
scribed in paragraph (7)(A) in each eligible
county; by

‘‘(ii) the total number acres of Federal land
in all eligible counties in all eligible States;
and

‘“(B) the quotient obtained by dividing—

‘(i) the amount equal to the average of the
3 highest 25-percent payments and safety net
payments made to each eligible State for
each eligible county during the eligibility
period; by

‘‘(ii) the amount equal to the sum of the
amounts calculated under clause (i) and
paragraph (9)(B)(i) for all eligible counties in
all eligible States during the eligibility pe-
riod.

‘“(3) COUNTY PAYMENT.—The term ‘county
payment’ means the payment for an eligible
county calculated under section 101(b).

‘“(4) ELIGIBLE COUNTY.—The term ‘eligible
county’ means any county that—

‘“(A) contains Federal land (as defined in
paragraph (7)); and

‘“(B) elects to receive a share of the State
payment or the county payment under sec-
tion 102(b).

() ELIGIBILITY PERIOD.—The term ‘eligi-
bility period’ means fiscal year 1986 through
fiscal year 1999.

‘“(6) ELIGIBLE STATE.—The term ‘eligible
State’ means a State or territory of the
United States that received a 25-percent pay-
ment for 1 or more fiscal years of the eligi-
bility period.

“(7) FEDERAL LAND.—The term
land’ means—

‘“(A) land within the National Forest Sys-
tem, as defined in section 11(a) of the Forest
and Rangeland Renewable Resources Plan-
ning Act of 1974 (16 U.S.C. 1609(a)) exclusive
of the National Grasslands and land utiliza-
tion projects designated as National Grass-
lands administered pursuant to the Act of
July 22, 1937 (7 U.S.C. 1010-1012); and

‘“(B) such portions of the revested Oregon
and California Railroad and reconveyed Coos
Bay Wagon Road grant land as are or may
hereafter come under the jurisdiction of the
Department of the Interior, which have here-
tofore or may hereafter be classified as
timberlands, and power-site land wvaluable
for timber, that shall be managed, except as
provided in the former section 3 of the Act of
August 28, 1937 (50 Stat. 875; 43 U.S.C. 1181c),
for permanent forest production.

‘“(8) b50-PERCENT ADJUSTED SHARE.—The
term ‘60-percent adjusted share’ means the
number equal to the quotient obtained by di-
viding—

‘“(A) the number equal to the quotient ob-
tained by dividing—

‘(i) the 50-percent base share for the eligi-
ble county; by

‘“(ii) the income adjustment for the eligible
county; by

‘“(B) the number equal to the sum of the
quotients obtained under subparagraph (A)
and paragraph (1)(A) for all eligible counties.

“(9) 50-PERCENT BASE SHARE.—The term ‘50-
percent base share’ means the number equal
to the average of—

‘“(A) the quotient obtained by dividing—

‘‘(i) the number of acres of Federal land de-
scribed in paragraph (7)(B) in each eligible
county; by

‘‘(ii) the total number acres of Federal land
in all eligible counties in all eligible States;
and

‘(B) the quotient obtained by dividing—

‘(i) the amount equal to the average of the
3 highest 50-percent payments made to each

‘Federal
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eligible county during the eligibility period;
by

‘“(ii) the amount equal to the sum of the
amounts calculated under clause (i) and
paragraph (2)(B)(i) for all eligible counties in
all eligible States during the eligibility pe-
riod.

¢“(10) 50-PERCENT PAYMENT.—The term ‘50-
percent payment’ means the payment that is
the sum of the 50-percent share otherwise
paid to a county pursuant to title II of the
Act of August 28, 1937 (chapter 876; 50 Stat.
875; 43 U.S.C. 1181f), and the payment made
to a county pursuant to the Act of May 24,
1939 (chapter 144; 53 Stat. 753; 43 U.S.C. 1181f-
1 et seq.).

‘(11) FULL FUNDING AMOUNT.—The term
‘full funding amount’ means—

““(A) $500,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; and

‘“(B) for fiscal year 2009 and each fiscal
year thereafter, the amount that is equal to
90 percent of the full funding amount for the
preceding fiscal year.

‘(12) INCOME ADJUSTMENT.—The term ‘in-
come adjustment’ means the square of the
quotient obtained by dividing—

‘“(A) the per capita personal income for
each eligible county; by

‘(B) the median per capita personal in-
come of all eligible counties.

‘(13) PER CAPITA PERSONAL INCOME.—The
term ‘per capita personal income’ means the
most recent per capita personal income data,
as determined by the Bureau of Economic
Analysis.

‘(14) SAFETY NET PAYMENTS.—The term
‘safety net payments’ means the special pay-
ment amounts paid to States and counties
required by section 13982 or 13983 of the Om-
nibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1993
(Public Law 103-66; 16 U.S.C. 500 note; 43
U.S.C. 1181f note).

‘“(15) SECRETARY CONCERNED.—The term
‘Secretary concerned’ means—

‘“(A) the Secretary of Agriculture or the
designee of the Secretary of Agriculture with
respect to the Federal land described in para-
graph (7)(A); and

‘“(B) the Secretary of the Interior or the
designee of the Secretary of the Interior
with respect to the Federal land described in
paragraph (7)(B).

‘(16) STATE PAYMENT.—The term ‘State
payment’ means the payment for an eligible
State calculated under section 101(a).

““(17) 25-PERCENT PAYMENT.—The term ‘25-
percent payment’ means the payment to
States required by the sixth paragraph under
the heading of ‘FOREST SERVICE’ in the
Act of May 23, 1908 (35 Stat. 260; 16 U.S.C.
500), and section 13 of the Act of March 1,
1911 (36 Stat. 963; 16 U.S.C. 500).

TITLE I—SECURE PAYMENTS FOR
STATES AND COUNTIES CONTAINING
FEDERAL LAND

“SEC. 101. SECURE PAYMENTS FOR STATES CON-

TAINING FEDERAL LAND.

‘“(a) STATE PAYMENT.—For each of fiscal
years 2008 through 2011, the Secretary of Ag-
riculture shall calculate for each eligible
State an amount equal to the sum of the
products obtained by multiplying—

‘(1) the adjusted share for each eligible
county within the eligible State; by

‘(2) the full funding amount for the fiscal
year.

““(b) COUNTY PAYMENT.—For each of fiscal
years 2008 through 2011, the Secretary of the
Interior shall calculate for each eligible
county that received a 50-percent payment
during the eligibility period an amount
equal to the product obtained by multi-
plying—

‘(1) the 50-percent adjusted share for the
eligible county; by

‘(2) the full funding amount for the fiscal
year.
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“SEC. 102. PAYMENTS TO STATES AND COUNTIES.

‘‘(a) PAYMENT AMOUNTS.—Except as pro-
vided in section 103, the Secretary of the
Treasury shall pay to—

“(1) a State or territory of the United
States an amount equal to the sum of the
amounts elected under subsection (b) by each
county within the State or territory for—

““(A) if the county is eligible for the 25-per-
cent payment, the share of the 25-percent
payment; or

‘“(B) the share of the State payment of the
eligible county; and

‘“(2) a county an amount equal to the
amount elected under subsection (b) by each
county for—

““(A) if the county is eligible for the 50-per-
cent payment, the 50-percent payment; or

‘(B) the county payment for the eligible
county.

“(b) ELECTION To
AMOUNT.—

‘(1) ELECTION; SUBMISSION OF RESULTS.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The election to receive
a share of the State payment, the county
payment, a share of the State payment and
the county payment, a share of the 25-per-
cent payment, the 50-percent payment, or a
share of the 25-percent payment and the 50-
percent payment, as applicable, shall be
made at the discretion of each affected coun-
ty by August 1, 2008 (or as soon thereafter as
the Secretary concerned determines is prac-
ticable), and August 1 of each second fiscal
year thereafter, in accordance with para-
graph (2), and transmitted to the Secretary
concerned by the Governor of each eligible
State.

“(B) FAILURE TO TRANSMIT.—If an election
for an affected county is not transmitted to
the Secretary concerned by the date speci-
fied under subparagraph (A), the affected
county shall be considered to have elected to
receive a share of the State payment, the
county payment, or a share of the State pay-
ment and the county payment, as applicable.

¢‘(2) DURATION OF ELECTION.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—A county election to re-
ceive a share of the 25-percent payment or
b0-percent payment, as applicable, shall be
effective for 2 fiscal years.

“(B) FULL FUNDING AMOUNT.—If a county
elects to receive a share of the State pay-
ment or the county payment, the election
shall be effective for all subsequent fiscal
years through fiscal year 2011.

‘“(3) SOURCE OF PAYMENT AMOUNTS.—The
payment to an eligible State or eligible
county under this section for a fiscal year
shall be derived from—

‘““(A) any amounts that are appropriated to
carry out this Act;

‘(B) any revenues, fees, penalties, or mis-
cellaneous receipts, exclusive of deposits to
any relevant trust fund, special account, or
permanent operating funds, received by the
Federal Government from activities by the
Bureau of Land Management or the Forest
Service on the applicable Federal land; and

‘“(C) to the extent of any shortfall, out of
any amounts in the Treasury of the United
States not otherwise appropriated.

“(c) DISTRIBUTION AND EXPENDITURE OF
PAYMENTS.—

‘(1) DISTRIBUTION METHOD.—A State that
receives a payment under subsection (a) for
Federal land described in section 3(7)(A)
shall distribute the appropriate payment
amount among the appropriate counties in
the State in accordance with—

“(A) the Act of May 23, 1908 (16 U.S.C. 500);
and

‘“(B) section 13 of the Act of March 1, 1911
(36 Stat. 963; 16 U.S.C. 500).

‘“(2) EXPENDITURE PURPOSES.—Subject to
subsection (d), payments received by a State
under subsection (a) and distributed to coun-
ties in accordance with paragraph (1) shall be

RECEIVE PAYMENT
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expended as required by the laws referred to
in paragraph (1).

‘(d) EXPENDITURE RULES FOR ELIGIBLE
COUNTIES.—

‘(1) ALLOCATIONS.—

‘“(A) USE OF PORTION IN SAME MANNER AS 25-
PERCENT PAYMENT OR 50-PERCENT PAYMENT, AS
APPLICABLE.— Except as provided in para-
graph (3)(B), if an eligible county elects to
receive its share of the State payment or the
county payment, not less than 80 percent,
but not more than 85 percent, of the funds
shall be expended in the same manner in
which the 25-percent payments or 50-percent
payment, as applicable, are required to be
expended.

‘(B) ELECTION AS TO USE OF BALANCE.—EXx-
cept as provided in subparagraph (C), an eli-
gible county shall elect to do 1 or more of
the following with the balance of any funds
not expended pursuant to subparagraph (A):

‘(i) Reserve any portion of the balance for
projects in accordance with title II.

‘(ii) Reserve not more than 7 percent of
the total share for the eligible county of the
State payment or the county payment for
projects in accordance with title III.

‘“(iii) Return the portion of the balance not
reserved under clauses (i) and (ii) to the
Treasury of the United States.

‘““(C) COUNTIES WITH MODEST DISTRIBU-
TIONS.—In the case of each eligible county to
which more than $100,000, but less than
$350,000, is distributed for any fiscal year
pursuant to either or both of paragraphs
(1)(B) and (2)(B) of subsection (a), the eligible
county, with respect to the balance of any
funds not expended pursuant to subpara-
graph (A) for that fiscal year, shall—

‘(i) reserve any portion of the balance
for—

‘(1) carrying out projects under title II;

“(II) carrying out projects under title III;
or

“(ITII) a combination of the purposes de-
scribed in subclauses (I) and (II); or

‘“(ii) return the portion of the balance not
reserved under clause (i) to the Treasury of
the United States.

“(2) DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS.—

“‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Funds reserved by an el-
igible county under subparagraph (B)(i) or
(C)(i) of paragraph (1) for carrying out
projects under title II shall be deposited in a
special account in the Treasury of the
United States.

‘(B) AVAILABILITY.—Amounts
under subparagraph (A) shall—

‘(i) be available for expenditure by the
Secretary concerned, without further appro-
priation; and

‘“(ii) remain available until expended in ac-
cordance with title II.

““(3) ELECTION.—

““(A) NOTIFICATION.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—An eligible county shall
notify the Secretary concerned of an elec-
tion by the eligible county under this sub-
section not later than September 30, 2008 (or
as soon thereafter as the Secretary con-
cerned determines is practicable), and each
September 30 thereafter for each succeeding
fiscal year.

‘‘(ii) FAILURE TO ELECT.—Except as pro-
vided in subparagraph (B), if the eligible
county fails to make an election by the date
specified in clause (i), the eligible county
shall—

““(I) be considered to have elected to ex-
pend 85 percent of the funds in accordance
with paragraph (1)(A); and

“(ITI) return the balance to the Treasury of
the United States.

“(B) COUNTIES WITH MINOR DISTRIBUTIONS.—
In the case of each eligible county to which
less than $100,000 is distributed for any fiscal
year pursuant to either or both of para-
graphs (1)(B) and (2)(B) of subsection (a), the

deposited
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eligible county may elect to expend all the
funds in the same manner in which the 25-
percent payments or 50-percent payments, as
applicable, are required to be expended.

‘‘(e) TIME FOR PAYMENT.—The payments re-
quired under this section for a fiscal year
shall be made as soon as practicable after
the end of that fiscal year.

“SEC. 103. TRANSITION PAYMENTS TO STATES.

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) ADJUSTED AMOUNT.—The term ‘ad-
justed amount’ means, with respect to a cov-
ered State—

““(A) for fiscal year 2008, 90 percent of—

‘(i) the sum of the amounts paid for fiscal
year 2006 under section 102(a)(2) (as in effect
on September 29, 2006) for the eligible coun-
ties in the covered State that have elected
under section 102(b) to receive a share of the
State payment for fiscal year 2008; and

‘‘(ii) the sum of the amounts paid for fiscal
year 2006 under section 103(a)(2) (as in effect
on September 29, 2006) for the eligible coun-
ties in the State of Oregon that have elected
under section 102(b) to receive the county
payment for fiscal year 2008;

‘(B) for fiscal year 2009, 81 percent of—

‘(i) the sum of the amounts paid for fiscal
year 2006 under section 102(a)(2) (as in effect
on September 29, 2006) for the eligible coun-
ties in the covered State that have elected
under section 102(b) to receive a share of the
State payment for fiscal year 2009; and

‘“(ii) the sum of the amounts paid for fiscal
year 2006 under section 103(a)(2) (as in effect
on September 29, 2006) for the eligible coun-
ties in the State of Oregon that have elected
under section 102(b) to receive the county
payment for fiscal year 2009; and

““(C) for fiscal year 2010, 73 percent of—

‘‘(i) the sum of the amounts paid for fiscal
year 2006 under section 102(a)(2) (as in effect
on September 29, 2006) for the eligible coun-
ties in the covered State that have elected
under section 102(b) to receive a share of the
State payment for fiscal year 2010; and

‘‘(ii) the sum of the amounts paid for fiscal
year 2006 under section 103(a)(2) (as in effect
on September 29, 2006) for the eligible coun-
ties in the State of Oregon that have elected
under section 102(b) to receive the county
payment for fiscal year 2010.

‘“(2) COVERED STATE.—The term ‘covered
State’ means each of the States of Cali-

fornia, Louisiana, Oregon, Pennsylvania,
South Carolina, South Dakota, Texas, and
Washington.

““(b) TRANSITION PAYMENTS.—For each of
fiscal years 2008 through 2010, in lieu of the
payment amounts that otherwise would have
been made under paragraphs (1)(B) and (2)(B)
of section 102(a), the Secretary of the Treas-
ury shall pay the adjusted amount to each
covered State and the eligible counties with-
in the covered State, as applicable.

‘‘(c) DISTRIBUTION OF ADJUSTED AMOUNT.—
Except as provided in subsection (d), it is the
intent of Congress that the method of dis-
tributing the payments under subsection (b)
among the counties in the covered States for
each of fiscal years 2008 through 2010 be in
the same proportion that the payments were
distributed to the eligible counties in fiscal
year 2006.

‘‘(d) DISTRIBUTION OF PAYMENTS IN CALI-
FORNIA.—The following payments shall be
distributed among the eligible counties in
the State of California in the same propor-
tion that payments under section 102(a)(2)
(as in effect on September 29, 2006) were dis-
tributed to the eligible counties for fiscal
year 2006:

‘(1) Payments to the State of California
under subsection (b).

‘“(2) The shares of the eligible counties of
the State payment for California under sec-
tion 102 for fiscal year 2011.
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‘‘(e) TREATMENT OF PAYMENTS.—For pur-
poses of this Act, any payment made under
subsection (b) shall be considered to be a
payment made under section 102(a).

“TITLE II—SPECIAL PROJECTS ON
FEDERAL LAND
“SEC. 201. DEFINITIONS.

“In this title:

‘(1) PARTICIPATING COUNTY.—The term
‘participating county’ means an eligible
county that elects under section 102(d) to ex-
pend a portion of the Federal funds received
under section 102 in accordance with this
title.

‘(2) PROJECT FUNDS.—The term ‘project
funds’ means all funds an eligible county
elects under section 102(d) to reserve for ex-
penditure in accordance with this title.

“(3) RESOURCE ADVISORY COMMITTEE.—The
term ‘resource advisory committee’ means—

‘“(A) an advisory committee established by
the Secretary concerned under section 205; or

‘(B) an advisory committee determined by
the Secretary concerned to meet the require-
ments of section 205.

‘“(4) RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN.—The
term ‘resource management plan’ means—

‘““(A) a land use plan prepared by the Bu-
reau of Land Management for units of the
Federal land described in section 3(7)(B) pur-
suant to section 202 of the Federal Land Pol-
icy and Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C.
1712); or

‘(B) a land and resource management plan
prepared by the Forest Service for units of
the National Forest System pursuant to sec-
tion 6 of the Forest and Rangeland Renew-
able Resources Planning Act of 1974 (16
U.S.C. 1604).

“SEC. 202. GENERAL LIMITATION
PROJECT FUNDS.

‘‘(a) LIMITATION.—Project funds shall be ex-
pended solely on projects that meet the re-
quirements of this title.

‘“(b) AUTHORIZED USES.—Project funds may
be used by the Secretary concerned for the
purpose of entering into and implementing
cooperative agreements with willing Federal
agencies, State and local governments, pri-
vate and nonprofit entities, and landowners
for protection, restoration, and enhancement
of fish and wildlife habitat, and other re-
source objectives consistent with the pur-
poses of this Act on Federal land and on non-
Federal land where projects would benefit
the resources on Federal land.

“SEC. 203. SUBMISSION OF PROJECT PROPOSALS.

‘‘(a) SUBMISSION OF PROJECT PROPOSALS TO
SECRETARY CONCERNED.—

‘(1) PROJECTS FUNDED USING PROJECT
FUNDS.—Not later than September 30 for fis-
cal year 2008 (or as soon thereafter as the
Secretary concerned determines is prac-
ticable), and each September 30 thereafter
for each succeeding fiscal year through fiscal
year 2011, each resource advisory committee
shall submit to the Secretary concerned a
description of any projects that the resource
advisory committee proposes the Secretary
undertake using any project funds reserved
by eligible counties in the area in which the
resource advisory committee has geographic
jurisdiction.

‘(2) PROJECTS FUNDED USING OTHER
FUNDS.—A resource advisory committee may
submit to the Secretary concerned a descrip-
tion of any projects that the committee pro-
poses the Secretary undertake using funds
from State or local governments, or from the
private sector, other than project funds and
funds appropriated and otherwise available
to do similar work.

“(3) JOINT PROJECTS.—Participating coun-
ties or other persons may propose to pool
project funds or other funds, described in
paragraph (2), and jointly propose a project
or group of projects to a resource advisory
committee established under section 205.
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“‘(b) REQUIRED DESCRIPTION OF PROJECTS.—
In submitting proposed projects to the Sec-
retary concerned under subsection (a), a re-
source advisory committee shall include in
the description of each proposed project the
following information:

‘(1) The purpose of the project and a de-
scription of how the project will meet the
purposes of this title.

‘“(2) The anticipated duration of the
project.

““(3) The anticipated cost of the project.

‘‘(4) The proposed source of funding for the
project, whether project funds or other
funds.

“(5)(A) Expected outcomes, including how
the project will meet or exceed desired eco-
logical conditions, maintenance objectives,
or stewardship objectives.

‘“(B) An estimate of the amount of any
timber, forage, and other commodities and
other economic activity, including jobs gen-
erated, if any, anticipated as part of the
project.

‘(6) A detailed monitoring plan, including
funding needs and sources, that—

““(A) tracks and identifies the positive or
negative impacts of the project, implementa-
tion, and provides for validation monitoring;
and

‘“(B) includes an assessment of the fol-
lowing:

‘(i) Whether or not the project met or ex-
ceeded desired ecological conditions; created
local employment or training opportunities,
including summer youth jobs programs such
as the Youth Conservation Corps where ap-
propriate.

‘(ii) Whether the project improved the use
of, or added value to, any products removed
from land consistent with the purposes of
this title.

(7T An assessment that the project is to be
in the public interest.

‘‘(¢c) AUTHORIZED PROJECTS.—Projects pro-
posed under subsection (a) shall be con-
sistent with section 2.

“SEC. 204. EVALUATION AND APPROVAL OF
PROJECTS BY SECRETARY CON-
CERNED.

‘‘(a) CONDITIONS FOR APPROVAL OF PRO-
POSED PROJECT.—The Secretary concerned
may make a decision to approve a project
submitted by a resource advisory committee
under section 203 only if the proposed project
satisfies each of the following conditions:

‘(1) The project complies with all applica-
ble Federal laws (including regulations).

‘(2) The project is consistent with the ap-
plicable resource management plan and with
any watershed or subsequent plan developed
pursuant to the resource management plan
and approved by the Secretary concerned.

‘“(3) The project has been approved by the
resource advisory committee in accordance
with section 205, including the procedures
issued under subsection (e) of that section.

‘“(4) A project description has been sub-
mitted by the resource advisory committee
to the Secretary concerned in accordance
with section 203.

‘“(6) The project will improve the mainte-
nance of existing infrastructure, implement
stewardship objectives that enhance forest
ecosystems, and restore and improve land
health and water quality.

““(b) ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEWS.—

‘(1) REQUEST FOR PAYMENT BY COUNTY.—
The Secretary concerned may request the re-
source advisory committee submitting a pro-
posed project to agree to the use of project
funds to pay for any environmental review,
consultation, or compliance with applicable
environmental laws required in connection
with the project.

¢“(2) CONDUCT OF ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW.—
If a payment is requested under paragraph
(1) and the resource advisory committee
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agrees to the expenditure of funds for this
purpose, the Secretary concerned shall con-
duct environmental review, consultation, or
other compliance responsibilities in accord-
ance with Federal laws (including regula-
tions).

¢“(3) EFFECT OF REFUSAL TO PAY.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—If a resource advisory
committee does not agree to the expenditure
of funds under paragraph (1), the project
shall be deemed withdrawn from further con-
sideration by the Secretary concerned pursu-
ant to this title.

‘“(B) EFFECT OF WITHDRAWAL.—A with-
drawal under subparagraph (A) shall be
deemed to be a rejection of the project for
purposes of section 207(c).

¢‘(c) DECISIONS OF SECRETARY CONCERNED.—

(1) REJECTION OF PROJECTS.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—A decision by the Sec-
retary concerned to reject a proposed project
shall be at the sole discretion of the Sec-
retary concerned.

“(B) NO ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL OR JUDI-
CIAL REVIEW.—Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, a decision by the Secretary
concerned to reject a proposed project shall
not be subject to administrative appeal or
judicial review.

¢(C) NOTICE OF REJECTION.—Not later than
30 days after the date on which the Secretary
concerned makes the rejection decision, the
Secretary concerned shall notify in writing
the resource advisory committee that sub-
mitted the proposed project of the rejection
and the reasons for rejection.

“(2) NOTICE OF PROJECT APPROVAL.—The
Secretary concerned shall publish in the
Federal Register notice of each project ap-
proved under subsection (a) if the notice
would be required had the project originated
with the Secretary.

“(d) SOURCE AND CONDUCT OF PROJECT.—
Once the Secretary concerned accepts a
project for review under section 203, the ac-
ceptance shall be deemed a Federal action
for all purposes.

“(e) IMPLEMENTATION OF
PROJECTS.—

‘(1) COOPERATION.—Notwithstanding chap-
ter 63 of title 31, United States Code, using
project funds the Secretary concerned may
enter into contracts, grants, and cooperative
agreements with States and local govern-
ments, private and nonprofit entities, and
landowners and other persons to assist the
Secretary in carrying out an approved
project.

‘‘(2) BEST VALUE CONTRACTING.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—For any project involv-
ing a contract authorized by paragraph (1)
the Secretary concerned may elect a source
for performance of the contract on a best
value basis.

‘“(B) FACTORS.—The Secretary concerned
shall determine best value based on such fac-
tors as—

‘(i) the technical demands and complexity
of the work to be done;

“(ii)(I) the ecological objectives of the
project; and

“(ITI) the sensitivity of the resources being
treated;

¢‘(iii) the past experience by the contractor
with the type of work being done, using the
type of equipment proposed for the project,
and meeting or exceeding desired ecological
conditions; and

‘(iv) the commitment of the contractor to
hiring highly qualified workers and local
residents.

“(3) MERCHANTABLE TIMBER CONTRACTING
PILOT PROGRAM.—

‘“(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary con-
cerned shall establish a pilot program to im-
plement a certain percentage of approved
projects involving the sale of merchantable
timber using separate contracts for—
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‘(i) the harvesting or collection of mer-
chantable timber; and

‘“(ii) the sale of the timber.

‘(B) ANNUAL PERCENTAGES.—Under the
pilot program, the Secretary concerned shall
ensure that, on a nationwide basis, not less
than the following percentage of all ap-
proved projects involving the sale of mer-
chantable timber are implemented using sep-
arate contracts:

‘(i) For fiscal year 2008, 35 percent.

‘“(ii) For fiscal year 2009, 45 percent.

‘(iii) For each of fiscal years 2010 and 2011,
50 percent.

¢(C) INCLUSION IN PILOT PROGRAM.—The de-
cision whether to use separate contracts to
implement a project involving the sale of
merchantable timber shall be made by the
Secretary concerned after the approval of
the project under this title.

‘(D) ASSISTANCE.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary concerned
may use funds from any appropriated ac-
count available to the Secretary for the Fed-
eral land to assist in the administration of
projects conducted under the pilot program.

“(i1) MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF ASSISTANCE.—
The total amount obligated under this sub-
paragraph may not exceed $1,000,000 for any
fiscal year during which the pilot program is
in effect.

“(E) REVIEW AND REPORT.—

‘(i) INITIAL REPORT.—Not later than Sep-
tember 30, 2010, the Comptroller General
shall submit to the Committees on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry and Energy
and Natural Resources of the Senate and the
Committees on Agriculture and Natural Re-
sources of the House of Representatives a re-
port assessing the pilot program.

‘“(ii) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Secretary con-
cerned shall submit to the Committees on
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry and En-
ergy and Natural Resources of the Senate
and the Committees on Agriculture and Nat-
ural Resources of the House of Representa-
tives an annual report describing the results
of the pilot program.

‘(f) REQUIREMENTS FOR PROJECT FUNDS.—
The Secretary shall ensure that at least 50
percent of all project funds be used for
projects that are primarily dedicated—

‘(1) to road maintenance, decommis-
sioning, or obliteration; or

‘(2) to restoration of streams and water-
sheds.

“SEC. 205. RESOURCE ADVISORY COMMITTEES.

‘“‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSE OF RE-
SOURCE ADVISORY COMMITTEES.—

‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary con-
cerned shall establish and maintain resource
advisory committees to perform the duties
in subsection (b), except as provided in para-
graph (4).

‘“(2) PURPOSE.—The purpose of a resource
advisory committee shall be—

‘“(A) to improve collaborative relation-
ships; and

“(B) to provide advice and recommenda-
tions to the land management agencies con-
sistent with the purposes of this title.

““(3) ACCESS TO RESOURCE ADVISORY COMMIT-
TEES.—To ensure that each unit of Federal
land has access to a resource advisory com-
mittee, and that there is sufficient interest
in participation on a committee to ensure
that membership can be balanced in terms of
the points of view represented and the func-
tions to be performed, the Secretary con-
cerned may, establish resource advisory
committees for part of, or 1 or more, units of
Federal land.

““(4) EXISTING ADVISORY COMMITTEES.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—An advisory committee
that meets the requirements of this section,
a resource advisory committee established
before September 29, 2006, or an advisory
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committee determined by the Secretary con-
cerned before September 29, 2006, to meet the
requirements of this section may be deemed
by the Secretary concerned to be a resource
advisory committee for the purposes of this
title.

‘‘(B) CHARTER—A charter for a committee
described in subparagraph (A) that was filed
on or before September 29, 2006, shall be con-
sidered to be filed for purposes of this Act.

‘(C) Bureau of land management advisory
committees.—The Secretary of the Interior
may deem a resource advisory committee
meeting the requirements of subpart 1784 of
part 1780 of title 43, Code of Federal Regula-
tions, as a resource advisory committee for
the purposes of this title.

‘““(b) DUTIES.—A resource advisory com-
mittee shall—

‘(1) review projects proposed under this
title by participating counties and other per-
sons;

“(2) propose projects and funding to the
Secretary concerned under section 203;

‘“(3) provide early and continuous coordina-
tion with appropriate land management
agency officials in recommending projects
consistent with purposes of this Act under
this title;

‘“(4) provide frequent opportunities for citi-
zens, organizations, tribes, land management
agencies, and other interested parties to par-
ticipate openly and meaningfully, beginning
at the early stages of the project develop-
ment process under this title;

“(6)(A) monitor projects that have been ap-
proved under section 204; and

‘“(B) advise the designated Federal official
on the progress of the monitoring efforts
under subparagraph (A); and

‘“(6) make recommendations to the Sec-
retary concerned for any appropriate
changes or adjustments to the projects being
monitored by the resource advisory com-
mittee.

‘“(c) APPOINTMENT BY THE SECRETARY.—

(1) APPOINTMENT AND TERM.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary con-
cerned, shall appoint the members of re-
source advisory committees for a term of 4
years beginning on the date of appointment.

‘(B) REAPPOINTMENT.—The Secretary con-
cerned may reappoint members to subse-
quent 4-year terms.

‘(2) BASIC REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary
concerned shall ensure that each resource
advisory committee established meets the
requirements of subsection (d).

¢“(3) INITIAL APPOINTMENT.—Not later than
180 days after the date of the enactment of
this Act, the Secretary concerned shall make
initial appointments to the resource advi-
sory committees.

‘“(4) VACANCIES.—The Secretary concerned
shall make appointments to fill vacancies on
any resource advisory committee as soon as
practicable after the vacancy has occurred.

‘“(6) COMPENSATION.—Members of the re-
source advisory committees shall not receive
any compensation.

“(d) COMPOSITION OF ADVISORY COM-
MITTEE.—
‘(1) NUMBER.—Each resource advisory

committee shall be comprised of 15 members.

¢(2) COMMUNITY INTERESTS REPRESENTED.—
Committee members shall be representative
of the interests of the following 3 categories:

““(A) 5 persons that—

‘(i) represent organized labor or non-tim-
ber forest product harvester groups;

‘“(ii) represent developed outdoor recre-
ation, off highway vehicle users, or commer-
cial recreation activities;

‘“(iii) represent—

‘(I energy and mineral development inter-
ests; or

“(IT1) commercial or recreational fishing in-
terests;
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‘(iv) represent the commercial timber in-
dustry; or

‘“(v) hold Federal grazing or other land use
permits, or represent nonindustrial private
forest land owners, within the area for which
the committee is organized.

“(B) 5 persons that represent—

‘(i) nationally recognized environmental
organizations;

‘‘(ii) regionally or locally recognized envi-
ronmental organizations;

‘‘(iii) dispersed recreational activities;

‘‘(iv) archaeological and historical inter-
ests; or

‘“(v) nationally or regionally recognized
wild horse and burro interest groups, wildlife
or hunting organizations, or watershed asso-
ciations.

““(C) b persons that—

‘(i) hold State elected office (or a des-
ignee);

‘‘(ii) hold county or local elected office;

‘“(iii) represent American Indian tribes
within or adjacent to the area for which the
committee is organized;

‘“(iv) are school officials or teachers; or

‘“(v) represent the affected public at large.

‘(3) BALANCED REPRESENTATION.—In ap-
pointing committee members from the 3 cat-
egories in paragraph (2), the Secretary con-
cerned shall provide for balanced and broad
representation from within each category.

‘“(4) GEOGRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION.—The mem-
bers of a resource advisory committee shall
reside within the State in which the com-
mittee has jurisdiction and, to extent prac-
ticable, the Secretary concerned shall ensure
local representation in each category in
paragraph (2).

‘‘(6) CHAIRPERSON.—A majority on each re-
source advisory committee shall select the
chairperson of the committee.

‘‘(e) APPROVAL PROCEDURES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (3),
each resource advisory committee shall es-
tablish procedures for proposing projects to
the Secretary concerned under this title.

‘(2) QUORUM.—A quorum must be present
to constitute an official meeting of the com-
mittee.

‘“(3) APPROVAL BY MAJORITY OF MEMBERS.—
A project may be proposed by a resource ad-
visory committee to the Secretary con-
cerned under section 203(a), if the project has
been approved by a majority of members of
the committee from each of the 3 categories
in subsection (d)(2).

“(f) OTHER COMMITTEE
REQUIREMENTS.—

‘(1) STAFF ASSISTANCE.—A resource advi-
sory committee may submit to the Secretary
concerned a request for periodic staff assist-
ance from Federal employees under the ju-
risdiction of the Secretary.

‘(2) MEETINGS.—AIl meetings of a resource
advisory committee shall be announced at
least 1 week in advance in a local newspaper
of record and shall be open to the public.

‘“(3) RECORDS.—A resource advisory com-
mittee shall maintain records of the meet-
ings of the committee and make the records
available for public inspection.

“SEC. 206. USE OF PROJECT FUNDS.

‘‘(a) AGREEMENT REGARDING SCHEDULE AND
COST OF PROJECT.—

‘(1) AGREEMENT BETWEEN PARTIES.—The
Secretary concerned may carry out a project
submitted by a resource advisory committee
under section 203(a) using project funds or
other funds described in section 203(a)(2), if,
as soon as practicable after the issuance of a
decision document for the project and the ex-
haustion of all administrative appeals and
judicial review of the project decision, the
Secretary concerned and the resource advi-
sory committee enter into an agreement ad-
dressing, at a minimum, the following:
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‘“(A) The schedule for completing the
project.

‘“(B) The total cost of the project, includ-
ing the level of agency overhead to be as-
sessed against the project.

“(C) For a multiyear project, the esti-
mated cost of the project for each of the fis-
cal years in which it will be carried out.

‘(D) The remedies for failure of the Sec-
retary concerned to comply with the terms
of the agreement consistent with current
Federal law.

‘(2) LIMITED USE OF FEDERAL FUNDS.—The
Secretary concerned may decide, at the sole
discretion of the Secretary concerned, to
cover the costs of a portion of an approved
project using Federal funds appropriated or
otherwise available to the Secretary for the
same purposes as the project.

““(b) TRANSFER OF PROJECT FUNDS.—

(1) INITIAL TRANSFER REQUIRED.—AS soon
as practicable after the agreement is reached
under subsection (a) with regard to a project
to be funded in whole or in part using project
funds, or other funds described in section
203(a)(2), the Secretary concerned shall
transfer to the applicable unit of National
Forest System land or Bureau of Land Man-
agement District an amount of project funds
equal to—

‘“(A) in the case of a project to be com-
pleted in a single fiscal year, the total
amount specified in the agreement to be paid
using project funds, or other funds described
in section 203(a)(2); or

‘(B) in the case of a multiyear project, the
amount specified in the agreement to be paid
using project funds, or other funds described
in section 203(a)(2) for the first fiscal year.

‘(2) CONDITION ON PROJECT COMMENCE-
MENT.—The unit of National Forest System
land or Bureau of Land Management District
concerned, shall not commence a project
until the project funds, or other funds de-
scribed in section 203(a)(2) required to be
transferred under paragraph (1) for the
project, have been made available by the
Secretary concerned.

“(3) SUBSEQUENT
MULTIYEAR PROJECTS.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—For the second and sub-
sequent fiscal years of a multiyear project to
be funded in whole or in part using project
funds, the unit of National Forest System
land or Bureau of Land Management District
concerned shall use the amount of project
funds required to continue the project in
that fiscal year according to the agreement
entered into under subsection (a).

‘(B) SUSPENSION OF WORK.—The Secretary
concerned shall suspend work on the project
if the project funds required by the agree-
ment in the second and subsequent fiscal
years are not available.

“SEC. 207. AVAILABILITY OF PROJECT FUNDS.

“‘(a) SUBMISSION OF PROPOSED PROJECTS TO
OBLIGATE FUNDS.—By September 30, 2008 (or
as soon thereafter as the Secretary con-
cerned determines is practicable), and each
September 30 thereafter for each succeeding
fiscal year through fiscal year 2011, a re-
source advisory committee shall submit to
the Secretary concerned pursuant to section
203(a)(1) a sufficient number of project pro-
posals that, if approved, would result in the
obligation of at least the full amount of the
project funds reserved by the participating
county in the preceding fiscal year.

“(b) USE OR TRANSFER OF UNOBLIGATED
FUNDS.—Subject to section 208, if a resource
advisory committee fails to comply with
subsection (a) for a fiscal year, any project
funds reserved by the participating county in
the preceding fiscal year and remaining un-
obligated shall be available for use as part of
the project submissions in the next fiscal
year.
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‘‘(c) EFFECT OF REJECTION OF PROJECTS.—
Subject to section 208, any project funds re-
served by a participating county in the pre-
ceding fiscal year that are unobligated at the
end of a fiscal year because the Secretary
concerned has rejected one or more proposed
projects shall be available for use as part of
the project submissions in the next fiscal
year.

“(d) EFFECT OF COURT ORDERS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If an approved project
under this Act is enjoined or prohibited by a
Federal court, the Secretary concerned shall
return the unobligated project funds related
to the project to the participating county or
counties that reserved the funds.

‘‘(2) EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS.—The returned
funds shall be available for the county to ex-
pend in the same manner as the funds re-
served by the county under subparagraph (B)
or (C)(i) of section 102(d)(1).

“SEC. 208. TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—The authority to ini-
tiate projects under this title shall termi-
nate on September 30, 2011.

‘“(b) DEPOSITS IN TREASURY.—Any project
funds not obligated by September 30, 2012,
shall be deposited in the Treasury of the
United States.

“TITLE III—COUNTY FUNDS
“SEC. 301. DEFINITIONS.

“In this title:

‘(1) COUNTY FUNDS.—The term ‘county
funds’ means all funds an eligible county
elects under section 102(d) to reserve for ex-
penditure in accordance with this title.

‘(2) PARTICIPATING COUNTY.—The term
‘participating county’ means an eligible
county that elects under section 102(d) to ex-
pend a portion of the Federal funds received
under section 102 in accordance with this
title.

“SEC. 302. USE.

‘‘(a) AUTHORIZED USES.—A participating
county, including any applicable agencies of
the participating county, shall use county
funds, in accordance with this title, only—

(1 to carry out activities under the
Firewise Communities program to provide to
homeowners in fire-sensitive ecosystems
education on, and assistance with imple-
menting, techniques in home siting, home
construction, and home landscaping that can
increase the protection of people and prop-
erty from wildfires;

‘“(2) to reimburse the participating county
for search and rescue and other emergency
services, including firefighting, that are—

““(A) performed on Federal land after the
date on which the use was approved under
subsection (b);

‘(B) paid for by the participating county;
and

““(3) to develop community wildfire protec-
tion plans in coordination with the appro-
priate Secretary concerned.

‘“(b) PROPOSALS.—A participating county
shall use county funds for a use described in
subsection (a) only after a 45-day public
comment period, at the beginning of which
the participating county shall—

‘(1) publish in any publications of local
record a proposal that describes the proposed
use of the county funds; and

‘“(2) submit the proposal to any resource
advisory committee established under sec-
tion 205 for the participating county.

“SEC. 303. CERTIFICATION.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than February
1 of the year after the year in which any
county funds were expended by a partici-
pating county, the appropriate official of the
participating county shall submit to the Sec-
retary concerned a certification that the
county funds expended in the applicable year
have been used for the uses authorized under
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section 302(a), including a description of the
amounts expended and the uses for which the
amounts were expended.

“(b) REVIEW.—The Secretary concerned
shall review the certifications submitted
under subsection (a) as the Secretary con-
cerned determines to be appropriate.

“SEC. 304. TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.

‘“‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The authority to ini-
tiate projects under this title terminates on
September 30, 2011.

““(b) AVAILABILITY.—Any county funds not
obligated by September 30, 2012, shall be re-
turned to the Treasury of the United States.

“TITLE IV—MISCELLANEOUS
PROVISIONS
“SEC. 401. REGULATIONS.

‘“The Secretary of Agriculture and the Sec-
retary of the Interior shall issue regulations
to carry out the purposes of this Act.

“SEC. 402. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

“There are authorized to be appropriated
such sums as are necessary to carry out this
Act for each of fiscal years 2008 through 2011.
“SEC. 403. TREATMENT OF FUNDS AND REVE-

NUES.

‘‘(a) RELATION TO OTHER APPROPRIATIONS.—
Funds made available under section 402 and
funds made available to a Secretary con-
cerned under section 206 shall be in addition
to any other annual appropriations for the
Forest Service and the Bureau of Land Man-

agement.
‘“(b) DEPOSIT OF REVENUES AND OTHER
FUNDS.—AIll revenues generated from

projects pursuant to title II, including any
interest accrued from the revenues, shall be
deposited in the Treasury of the United
States.”.

(b) FOREST RECEIPT PAYMENTS TO ELIGIBLE
STATES AND COUNTIES.—

(1) Act of May 23, 1908.—The sixth para-
graph under the heading “FOREST SERV-
ICE” in the Act of May 23, 1908 (16 U.S.C. 500)
is amended in the first sentence by striking
“twenty-five percentum’ and all that fol-
lows through ‘‘shall be paid” and inserting
the following: ‘‘an amount equal to the an-
nual average of 25 percent of all amounts re-
ceived for the applicable fiscal year and each
of the preceding 6 fiscal years from each na-
tional forest shall be paid’.

(2) Weeks Law.—Section 13 of the Act of
March 1, 1911 (commonly known as the
“Weeks Law’’) (16 U.S.C. 500) is amended in
the first sentence by striking ‘‘twenty-five
percentum’ and all that follows through
‘“‘shall be paid” and inserting the following:
“‘an amount equal to the annual average of
25 percent of all amounts received for the ap-
plicable fiscal year and each of the preceding
6 fiscal years from each national forest shall
be paid”.

(c) PAYMENTS IN LIEU OF TAXES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 6906 of title 31,
United States Code, is amended to read as
follows:”’6906. Funding

“For each of fiscal years 2008 through
2012—

‘(1) each county or other eligible unit of
local government shall be entitled to pay-
ment under this chapter; and

‘(2) sums shall be made available to the
Secretary of the Interior for obligation or
expenditure in accordance with this chap-
ter.”.

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections for chapter 69 of title 31, United
States Code, is amended by striking the item
relating to section 6906 and inserting the fol-
lowing:
¢6906. Funding.”’.

(3) BUDGET SCOREKEEPING.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the
Budget Scorekeeping Guidelines and the ac-
companying list of programs and accounts
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set forth in the joint explanatory statement
of the committee of conference accom-
panying Conference Report 105217, the sec-
tion in this title regarding Payments in Lieu
of Taxes shall be treated in the baseline for
purposes of section 257 of the Balanced Budg-
et and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985
(as in effect prior to September 30, 2002), and
by the Chairmen of the House and Senate
Budget Committees, as appropriate, for pur-
poses of budget enforcement in the House
and Senate, and under the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974 as if Payment in Lieu of
Taxes (14-1114-0-1-806) were an account des-
ignated as Appropriated Entitlements and
Mandatories for Fiscal Year 1997 in the joint
explanatory statement of the committee of
conference accompanying Conference Report
105-217.

(B) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This paragraph shall
remain in effect for the— fiscal years to
which the entitlement in section 6906 of title
31, United States Code (as amended by para-
graph (1)), applies.

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX,
this 15-minute vote on ordering the
previous question will be followed by 5-
minute votes on adoption of the resolu-
tion, if ordered, and a motion to sus-
pend the rules with regard to House
Concurrent Resolution 255.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice.

The previous question was ordered. A
subsequent voice vote was taken on
adoption of the resolution, and a re-
corded vote was ordered thereon.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, is it in
order for me to ask unanimous consent
that that vote be vacated?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman may make such a request.

Mr. HOYER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the vote that we just took be
vacated.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland?

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the right to object.

Under my reservation, I yield to the
gentleman from Maryland.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

There was a mistake made in the no-
tice that was given to the minority.
That was not anybody’s intention; it
was a mistake. We want to give an-
other opportunity to consider the rule
with the minority having the proper
information in front of them when we
do so.

I have discussed this with the minor-
ity, and I think this is the appropriate
procedure for us to fairly follow. And
I've discussed it with your leadership.
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Mr. SESSIONS. I would like to yield
to the ranking member of the Rules
Committee, Mr. DREIER.

Mr. DREIER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I would simply like to
inquire of the distinguished majority
leader if he might enlighten us as to
exactly what that problem is with
which the Rules Committee is going to
have to contend.

Mr. HOYER. I think it was discussed.
There was a figure that was incorrectly
given in the bill that you had in your
possession that was different from the
bill that was on the desk.

Mr. DREIER. If the gentleman would
continue to yield.

It’s my understanding that there
were a couple of items that were put in
in handwriting from the Ways and
Means Committee that were not re-
flected in what went forward to the
Rules Committee. And I thank my
friend for yielding.

Mr. HOYER. Would the gentleman
yield?

Mr. SESSIONS. I would yield.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Frankly, I have not seen it, and I
don’t know. What I do know is that Mr.
ARCURI informed me, and obviously has
asked us—Mr. ARCURI feels very badly
that a different version than was at the
desk was given to the minority inad-
vertently; and as a result, the minority
did not have the document in front of
it. It was at the desk, but nobody’s
gone up to the desk to compare the
items. And as a result, we think, in
fairness, we ought to have that docu-
ment in front of you.

Mr. DREIER. Would the gentleman
yield?

Mr. SESSIONS. I would continue to
yield to the gentleman.

Mr. DREIER. I thank my friend for
yielding.

It’s my understanding that there also
was a disparity between the bill that
was included on the Web site as well as
the bill that was submitted to the
Rules Committee. So it sounds to me
as if there is quite a bit of confusion
around this. And I hope very much that
this will be an issue that can be ad-
dressed.

And I would say, if my friend would
continue to yield, that to me this real-
ly underscores—and I know that we’re
in what we hope will be the last week
of this session of this Congress—that
moving rapidly like this does create
the potential for problems. And so it
seems to me that there may be a little
more to this than appears right now, as
I just heard that the Web site had
something that was reported dif-
ferently.

I thank my friend for yielding.

Mr. HOYER. Would the gentleman
yield?

Mr. SESSIONS. I would yield to the
gentleman.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Now, frankly, I don’t want to get into
moving rapidly. The administration, of
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course, came here Thursday and want-
ed us to pass $700 billion, and they
want us to pass this very soon. So
“rapidly”’ sometimes is in the eye of
the beholder.

The point is, you’re correct; there
was a discrepancy. We think that was
not fair. It was not intentional. But
Mr. ARCURI, who gave the information
to the minority and the information
that was on the Web site, was not cor-
rect. We think, under those cir-
cumstances, in fairness to all, that we
ought to redo this, and that’s what we
intend to do. And we discussed it with
your leadership and we all agreed that
that was the right thing to do.

Mr. SESSIONS. Continuing my res-
ervation, I would say to the gentleman
that we’re not in any hurry over here
in doing it right. The Republican Party
is not in a rush, and we would wish for
us to do very deliberately that which
needs to be done.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.
Would the gentleman yield?

Mr. SESSIONS. I would yield to the
gentleman from Washington.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I ap-
preciate the gentleman yielding.

Mr. Speaker, this is really very, very
important because we are at the last
days of this session and we know there
is a rush to try to get things done. And
I understand that it was a book-
keeping—it wasn’t intentional. I under-
stand all of that, we’ve been through
this before. But the significance of
this, and it needs to be understood by
this body as we are being asked in the
future to make some big decisions, the
difference in this little error was $100
million. It wasn’t small potatoes, so to
speak. And I just want to say that the
right thing to do—and I hope this is
what’s going to happen—is that the
Rules Committee goes back upstairs
and reports it out correctly so we can
have the text. But I think that point
needs to be made. And I appreciate the
gentleman for yielding.

Mr. HOYER. Would the gentleman
yield?

Mr. SESSIONS. I would yield to the
gentleman.

Mr. HOYER. I told the gentleman
from Washington that’s exactly what
I'm trying to do, which is why I
thought it best to obviate the vote so
we can do exactly what you’ve sug-
gested. I've discussed it with your lead-
ership and they’ve agreed. I hope we
can do that, and I hope there’s not an
objection.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I with-
draw my reservation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the vote on adoption of the
resolution is vacated.

There was no objection.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that both the vote
on the adoption of the rule and the
vote on the previous question be va-
cated.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland?

There was no objection.

Mr. ARCURI. Mr. Speaker, under the
rules, I withdraw House Resolution
1501.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
olution is withdrawn.

———
[0 1545

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, 5-minute voting will con-
tinue.

There was no objection.

———

UNITED STATES COMMITMENT TO
PRESERVATION OF RELIGIOUS
AND CULTURAL SITES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to
the concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res.
255, as amended, on which the yeas and
nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
CROWLEY) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 255, as amended.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 414, nays 1,
not voting 18, as follows:

[Roll No. 641]

YEAS—414
Abercrombie Brown-Waite, Davis (KY)
Ackerman Ginny Dayvis, Lincoln
Aderholt Buchanan Davis, Tom
AKkin Burgess Deal (GA)
Alexander Burton (IN) DeFazio
Allen Butterfield DeGette
Altmire Buyer Delahunt
Andrews Calvert DeLauro
Arcuri Camp (MI) Dent
Baca Campbell (CA) Diaz-Balart, L.
Bachmann Cannon Diaz-Balart, M.
Baird Cantor Dicks
Baldwin Capito Dingell
Barrett (SC) Capps Doggett
Barrow Capuano Donnelly
Bartlett (MD) Cardoza Doolittle
Barton (TX) Carnahan Doyle
Bean Carney Drake
Becerra Carson Dreier
Berkley Carter Duncan
Berman Castle Edwards (MD)
Berry Castor Edwards (TX)
Biggert Cazayoux Ehlers
Bilbray Chabot Ellison
Bilirakis Chandler Ellsworth
Bishop (GA) Childers Emanuel
Bishop (NY) Clarke Emerson
Bishop (UT) Clay Engel
Blackburn Cleaver English (PA)
Blumenauer Clyburn Eshoo
Blunt Coble Etheridge
Bonner Cohen Fallin
Bono Mack Cole (OK) Farr
Boozman Conaway Fattah
Boren Cooper Feeney
Boswell Costa Ferguson
Boucher Costello Filner
Boustany Courtney Flake
Boyd (FL) Crenshaw Forbes
Boyda (KS) Crowley Fortenberry
Brady (PA) Cuellar Fossella
Brady (TX) Culberson Foster
Braley (IA) Cummings Foxx
Broun (GA) Davis (AL) Franks (AZ)
Brown (SC) Davis (CA) Frelinghuysen
Brown, Corrine Dayvis (IL) Gallegly
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Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Giffords
Gilchrest
Gillibrand
Gingrey
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Granger
Graves
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hall (TX)
Hare
Harman
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hobson
Hodes
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hulshof
Hunter
Inglis (SC)
Inslee
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jordan
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Knollenberg
Kucinich
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Lamborn
Lampson
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E.

Lynch
Mack
Mahoney (FL)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul (TX)
McCollum (MN)
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
McNulty
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Pearce
Pence
Perlmutter
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Poe
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Richardson
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross

NAYS—1
Paul
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Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Sali
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Saxton
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schmidt
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sestak
Shadegg
Shays
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Sutton
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Udall (NM)
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walberg
Walden (OR)
Walsh (NY)
Walz (MN)
Wamp
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch (VT)
Weller
Westmoreland
Wexler
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman (VA)
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
Young (AK)
Young (FL)
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NOT VOTING—18

Bachus Everett Napolitano

Boehner Frank (MA) Shuler

Conyers Hastings (FL) Souder

Cramer Hoyer Udall (CO)

Cubin Israel Weldon (FL)

Davis, David Miller (FL) Whitfield (KY)
O 1604

Mrs. BACHMANN changed her vote
from ‘“‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.”

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
concurrent resolution, as amended, was
agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. BACHUS. Madam Speaker, on Sep-
tember 25, 2008, | missed rollcall vote 641
while attending a meeting at the White House
to discuss the Nation’s financial crisis. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yea” on
rollcall 641.

———————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
BALDWIN). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule
XX, the Chair will postpone further
proceedings today on motions to sus-
pend the rules on which a recorded vote
or the yeas and nays are ordered, or on
which the vote is objected to under
clause 6 of rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later today.

———

BREAST CANCER AND ENVIRON-
MENTAL RESEARCH ACT OF 2008

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 1157) to amend the Public
Health Service Act to authorize the Di-
rector of the National Institute of En-
vironmental Health Sciences to make
grants for the development and oper-
ation of research centers regarding en-
vironmental factors that may be re-
lated to the etiology of breast cancer,
as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1157

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Breast Cancer
and Environmental Research Act of 2008°°.

SEC. 2. EXPANDING COLLABORATIVE RESEARCH
ON BREAST CANCER AND THE ENVI-
RONMENT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart 1 of part C of title
IV of the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C.
285 et seq.) is amended by adding at the end the
following:

“SEC. 417F. INTERAGENCY BREAST CANCER AND
ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH CO-
ORDINATING COMMITTEE.

‘“(a) INTERAGENCY BREAST CANCER AND ENVI-
RONMENTAL RESEARCH COORDINATING COM-
MITTEE.—

‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 6
months after the date of the enactment of this
section, the Secretary shall establish a com-
mittee, to be known as the Interagency Breast
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Cancer and Environmental Research Coordi-
nating Committee (in this section referred to as
the ‘Committee’).

“(2) DUTIES.—The Committee shall—

“(A) share and coordinate information on ex-
isting research activities, and make rec-
ommendations to the National Institutes of
Health and other Federal agencies regarding
how to improve existing research programs, that
are related to breast cancer research;

‘“(B) develop a comprehensive strategy and
advise the National Institutes of Health and
other Federal agencies in the solicitation of pro-
posals for collaborative, multidisciplinary re-
search, including proposals to evaluate environ-
mental and genomic factors that may be related
to the etiology of breast cancer that would—

“(i) result in innovative approaches to study
emerging scientific opportunities or eliminate
knowledge gaps in research to improve the re-
search portfolio;

“(ii) outline key research questions, meth-
odologies, and knowledge gaps;

“‘(iii) expand the number of research proposals
that involve collaboration between 2 or more na-
tional research institutes or national centers, in-
cluding proposals for Common Fund research
described in section 402(b)(7) to improve the re-
search portfolio; and

“(iv) expand the number of collaborative, mul-
tidisciplinary, and multi-institutional research
grants;

“(C) develop a summary of advances in breast
cancer research supported or conducted by Fed-
eral agencies relevant to the diagnosis, preven-
tion, and treatment of cancer and other diseases
and disorders; and

“(D) not later than 2 years after the date of
the establishment of the Committee, make rec-
ommendations to the Secretary—

“(i) regarding any appropriate changes to re-
search activities, including recommendations to
improve the research portfolio of the National
Institutes of Health to ensure that scientifically-
based strategic planning is implemented in sup-
port of research priorities that impact breast
cancer research activities;

‘“(ii) to ensure that the activities of the Na-
tional Institutes of Health and other Federal
agencies, including the Department of Defense,
are free of unnecessary duplication of effort;

“(iii) regarding public participation in deci-
sions relating to breast cancer research to in-
crease the involvement of patient advocacy and
community organizations representing a broad
geographical area;

“(iv) on how best to disseminate information
on breast cancer research progress; and

“(v) on how to expand partnerships between
public entities, including Federal agencies, and
private entities to expand collaborative, cross-
cutting research.

‘“(3) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—For the pur-
poses of the Committee, when focusing on re-
search to evaluate environmental and genomic
factors that may be related to the etiology of
breast cancer, nothing in this section shall be
construed to restrict the Secretary from includ-
ing other forms of cancer, as appropriate, when
doing so may advance research in breast cancer
or advance research in other forms of cancer.

““(4) MEMBERSHIP.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—The Committee shall be
composed of the following voting members:

‘(i) Not more than 7 voting Federal represent-
atives as follows:

“(I) The Director of the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention.

““(I1I) The Director of the National Institutes
of Health and the directors of such national re-
search institutes and national centers (which
may include the National Institute of Environ-
mental Health Sciences) as the Secretary deter-
mines appropriate.

“(III) One representative from the National
Cancer Institute Board of Scientific Advisors,
appointed by the Director of the National Can-
cer Institute.
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‘““(IV) The heads of such other agencies of the
Department of Health and Human Services as
the Secretary determines appropriate.

““(V) Representatives of other Federal agencies
that conduct or support cancer research, includ-
ing the Department of Defense.

““(ii) 12 additional voting members appointed
under subparagraph (B).

‘“(B) ADDITIONAL MEMBERS.—The Committee
shall include additional voting members ap-
pointed by the Secretary as follows:

‘(i) 6 members shall be appointed from among
scientists, physicians, and other health profes-
sionals, who—

‘“(I) are mot officers or employees of the
United States;

‘“(11) represent multiple disciplines, including
clinical, basic, and public health sciences;

‘““(I111) represent different geographical regions
of the United States;

‘“(IV) are from practice settings, academia, or
other research settings; and

“(V) are experienced in scientific peer review
process.

““(ii1) 6 members shall be appointed from mem-
bers of the general public, who represent indi-
viduals with breast cancer.

““(C) NONVOTING MEMBERS.—The Committee
shall include such nonvoting members as the
Secretary determines to be appropriate.

““(5) CHAIRPERSON.—The voting members of
the Committee shall select a chairperson from
among such members. The selection of a chair-
person shall be subject to the approval of the
Director of NIH.

‘““(6) MEETINGS.—The Committee shall meet at
the call of the chairperson of the Committee or
upon the request of the Director of NIH, but in
no case less often than once each year.

‘““(b) REVIEW.—The Secretary shall review the
necessity of the Committee in calendar year 2011
and, thereafter, at least once every 2 years.”.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—For
the purpose of carrying out research activities
under title IV of the Public Health Service Act,
including section 417F of such Act as added by
subsection (a), there are authorized to be appro-
priated $40,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2009
through 2012. Amounts authorized to be appro-
priated under the preceding sentence shall be in
addition to amounts otherwise authorized to be
appropriated for such purpose under Ssection
402A of the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C.
282a).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) and the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. DEAL) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in strong sup-
port of H.R. 1157, the Breast Cancer and
Environmental Research Act, legisla-
tion introduced by Representatives
NITA LOWEY and SUE MYRICK.

According to the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention, the CDC,
breast cancer is the second most com-
mon form of cancer in women. Each



September 25, 2008

year in America, approximately 182,000
women are diagnosed of breast cancer,
of which nearly 41,000 lose their lives.

While improved access to screening
and treatment services have helped re-
duced breast cancer death rates over
the past couple of decades, significant
challenges still remain. For example,
we are still unsure about what causes
breast cancer or how to prevent it.
While there have been a number of
studies that have looked at various
risk factors, we have not been able to
draw any solid conclusions about what
specifically causes breast cancer or
what are the linkages between breast
cancer and environmental factors.

This legislation would help address,
help facilitate and help coordinate re-
search efforts on the links between
breast cancer and environmental fac-
tors in the hopes that one day we
might find a cure.

Let me acknowledge the work of my
colleagues, Mrs. LOWEY and Mrs.
MYRICK, who have been tireless advo-
cates on behalf of this legislation. They
have been working nonstop over the
past several months to develop the
compromise legislation before us
today.

I would also like to commend the
chairman of our committee, the En-
ergy and Commerce Committee, Mr.
DINGELL, as well as his staff, for their
hard work on this legislation. In par-
ticular I would like to acknowledge the
hard work of Jessica McNiece, a mem-
ber of the professional staff on the En-
ergy and Commerce Committee, for her
efforts to move this bill forward.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I too rise in support of this legisla-
tion and would like to yield such time
as she may consume to one of the origi-
nal sponsors of this legislation, the
gentlewoman from North Carolina
(Mrs. MYRICK).

Mrs. MYRICK. Thank you, Mr. DEAL,
for yielding.

I am very pleased to speak on behalf
of this bill and excited that it has come
this far, because it is going to further
progress breast cancer research as it
relates to the environmental factors.

NI1TA LOWEY has worked on this for I
think 10 years. I have been at it for at
least 7 years. I don’t know how long it
has been, NITA, but it has been a long,
long time. We are both happy to be at
this point, because 1 think it will
breathe new life into the effort of what
we are doing at the NIH for the poten-
tial triggers of breast cancer.

Lots of thought has gone into this, a
tremendous amount of work on both
sides of the aisle. I want to commend
Mrs. LOWEY for all of her work, Chair-
man DINGELL and Chairman BARTON,
and all the staff members who made
this compromise possible, because this
has been a long time coming. We are
just grateful we are at this point
today.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the sponsor of the
bill, the gentlewoman from New York
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(Mrs. LOWEY), who, as everyone has
said, has worked so hard and tirelessly
on behalf of this legislation.

Mrs. LOWEY. Madam Speaker, I rise
in support of H.R. 1157, the Breast Can-
cer and Environmental Research Act.
The bill is the product of bipartisan, bi-
cameral negotiations, and in my judg-
ment truly represents a fair com-
promise that will lead to meaningful
changes in how breast cancer research
is conducted throughout the Federal
Government.

The bill passed by voice vote in the
Energy and Commerce Committee. It
will improve the caliber of breast can-
cer research, improve transparency for
breast cancer research dollars and
vastly increase the role of advocates in
determining research priorities.

I would like to thank a few key indi-
viduals who have been an integral part
of advancing this legislation. First of
all, my partner on this bill, Congress-
woman SUE MYRICK. She has done a
yeoman job, and we have worked to-
gether for a very, very long time. Con-
gratulations. Of course, her staff,
Sarah Hale; the Senate sponsor of this
bill, Majority Leader HARRY REID and
his staff, Carolyn Gluck; Ranking
Member BARTON and his staff, Ryan
Long; Minority Whip Roy BLUNt and
his staff, Cheryl Jaeger; Health Sub-
committee Chairman, my good friend
Congressman PALLONE, we came to the
Congress together, and his staff, Bobby
Clark; and, of course, Chairman DIN-
GELL and his staff, in particular Jessica
McNiece and Greg Rothschild, who
have spent countless hours on this bill.
Without their commitment to advanc-
ing a bipartisan product, frankly, we
wouldn’t be here today.

The bill is a really good one, and I
urge my colleagues to support it.

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I think one of the better things that
is contained in this legislation is that
it does create an interagency coordi-
nating committee to coordinate the ac-
tivities on breast cancer research that
are being conducted by the Department
of Health and Human Services, the De-
fense Department and other agencies
that are actively engaged in cancer re-
search. By removing the barriers which
restrict cross-institutional information
sharing, we will be able to bring Amer-
ica’s best scientists together to col-
laborate and work together in pursuit
of a cure.

The bill also increases the overall au-
thorization of the NIH by $40 million to
further aid their mission in this re-
search.

I think it is a good step in the right
direction, and I am glad to see the
House taking the legislation up today.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
have no further requests for time. I
would ask that we all support this very
important legislation. I know that it
constantly comes up in my State about
possible links between breast cancer
and various cancers and environmental
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risk, so I know how important this is.
I ask that everyone support it.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1157, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

FIRST LIEUTENANT NOAH HARRIS
ELLIJAY POST OFFICE BUILDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
suspending the rules and passing the
bill, H.R. 6847.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
TowNs) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 6847.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

STEPHANIE TUBBS JONES ORGAN
TRANSPLANT AUTHORIZATION
ACT OF 2008

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
suspending the rules and passing the
bill, H.R. 6469, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 6469, as
amended

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————
0 1615

METH FREE FAMILIES AND
COMMUNITIES ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
suspending the rules and passing the
bill, H.R. 6901.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 6901.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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TOM LANTOS PULMONARY HYPER-
TENSION RESEARCH AND EDU-
CATION ACT OF 2008

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 6568) to direct the Secretary
of Health and Human Services to en-
courage research and carry out an edu-
cational campaign with respect to pul-
monary hypertension, and for other
purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 6568

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“Tom Lantos
Pulmonary Hypertension Research and Edu-
cation Act of 2008".

SEC. 2. TABLE OF CONTENTS.

The table of contents for this Act is as fol-

lows:

Sec. 1. Short title.

Sec. 2. Table of contents.

TITLE I-RESEARCH ON PULMONARY

HYPERTENSION

Sec. 101. Expansion and intensification of
activities.

TITLE II-INCREASING AWARENESS OF
PULMONARY HYPERTENSION

Sec. 201. Promoting public awareness.

Sec. 202. Promoting awareness among health
care professionals.

TITLE I—RESEARCH ON PULMONARY

HYPERTENSION
SEC. 101. EXPANSION AND INTENSIFICATION OF
ACTIVITIES.

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
the Congress that—

(1) the Secretary of Health and Human
Services (in this Act referred to as the ‘“Sec-
retary’’), acting through the Director of the
National Institutes of Health and the Direc-
tor of the National Heart, Lung, and Blood
Institute (in this title referred to as the ‘‘In-
stitute’’), should continue aggressive work
on pulmonary hypertension;

(2) as part of such work, the Director of the
Institute should continue research to expand
the understanding of the causes of, and to
find a cure for, pulmonary hypertension; and

(3) activities under paragraph (1) may in-
clude conducting and supporting—

(A) basic research concerning the etiology
and causes of pulmonary hypertension;

(B) basic research on the relationship be-
tween scleroderma, sickle cell anemia (and
other conditions identified by the Director of
the Institute that can lead to a secondary di-
agnosis of pulmonary hypertension), and pul-
monary hypertension;

(C) clinical research for the development
and evaluation of new treatments for pul-
monary hypertension, including the estab-
lishment of a ‘“‘Pulmonary Hypertension
Clinical Research Network’’;

(D) support for the training of new clini-
cians and investigators with expertise in the
pulmonary hypertension; and

(E) information and education programs
for the general public.

(b) BIENNIAL REPORTS.—As part of the bien-
nial report made under section 403 of the
Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 283), the
Secretary shall include information on the
status of pulmonary hypertension research
at the National Institutes of Health.

TITLE II—-INCREASING AWARENESS OF

PULMONARY HYPERTENSION
SEC. 201. PROMOTING PUBLIC AWARENESS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, acting

through the Director of the Centers for Dis-
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ease Control and Prevention, shall carry out
an educational campaign to increase public
awareness of pulmonary hypertension. Print,
video, and Web-based materials distributed
under this program may include—

(1) basic information on pulmonary hyper-
tension and its symptoms; and

(2) information on—

(A) the incidence and prevalence of pul-
monary hypertension;

(B) diseases and conditions that can lead to
pulmonary hypertension as a secondary diag-
nosis;

(C) the importance of early diagnosis; and

(D) the availability, as medically appro-
priate, of a range of treatment options and
pulmonary hypertension.

(b) DISSEMINATION OF INFORMATION.—The
Secretary is encouraged to disseminate in-
formation under subsection (a) through a co-
operative agreement with a national non-
profit entity with expertise in pulmonary
hypertension.

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than
September 30, 2009, the Secretary shall re-
port to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce of the House of Representatives, the
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and
Pensions of the Senate, and the Committee
on Appropriations of the House of Represent-
atives and the Senate on the status of activi-
ties under this section.

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
For the purpose of carrying out this section,
there is authorized to be appropriated
$2,500,000 for each of fiscal years 2009, 2010,
and 2011.

SEC. 202. PROMOTING AWARENESS AMONG
HEALTH CARE PROFESSIONALS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, acting

through the Administrator of the Health Re-
sources and Services Administration and the
Director of the Centers for Disease Control
and Prevention, shall carry out an edu-
cational campaign to increase awareness of
pulmonary hypertension among health care
providers. Print, video, and Web-based mate-
rials distributed under this program may in-
clude information on—

(1) the symptoms of pulmonary hyper-
tension;

(2) the importance of early diagnosis;

(3) current diagnostic criteria; and

(4) Food and Drug Administration-ap-
proved therapies for the disease.

(b) TARGETED HEALTH CARE PROVIDERS.—
Health care providers targeted through the
campaign under subsection (a) shall include,

but mnot be limited to, cardiologists,
pulmonologists, rheumatologists, primary
care physicians, pediatricians, and nurse
practitioners

(c) DISSEMINATION OF INFORMATION.—The
Secretary is encouraged to disseminate in-
formation under subsection (a) through a co-
operative agreement with a national non-
profit entity with expertise in pulmonary
hypertension.

(d) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than
September 30, 2009, the Secretary shall re-
port to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce of the House of Representatives, the
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and
Pensions of the Senate, and the Committee
on Appropriations of the House of Represent-
atives and the Senate on the status of activi-
ties under this section.

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
For the purpose of carrying out this section,
there is authorized to be appropriated
$2,500,000 for each of fiscal years 2009, 2010,
and 2011.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) and the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. DEAL) each
will control 20 minutes.
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and to in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in strong sup-
port of H.R. 6568, the Tom Lantos Pul-
monary Hypertension Research and
Education Act of 2008, as introduced by
representative KEVIN BRADY and my
good friend and the Health Subcommit-
tee’s vice chair, Lois CAPPS.

Pulmonary hypertension is a rare
lung disorder in which the blood pres-
sure in the pulmonary artery rises far
above normal levels, usually with no
apparent reason. Symptoms include
chronic fatigue, shortness of breath,
chest pains, palpitations, and fainting.
According to the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention, in 2002 there
were 15,668 deaths and 260,000 hospital
visits among persons with pulmonary
hypertension.

The number of hospitalizations re-
lated to pulmonary hypertension has
been increasing in recent years, espe-
cially among women. This measure
would help improve current research
efforts on pulmonary hypertension, as
well as increased public awareness.

I want to thank my colleagues, Mr.
BRADY and Mrs. CAPPS for their work
on this legislation.

I also want to recognize my col-
league, Mr. Lantos, who passed away
earlier this year. Passage of today’s
bill is a fitting tribute to Representa-
tive Lantos and his work in raising
awareness about pulmonary hyper-
tension and thousands of patients who
suffer from it.

I urge my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to offer their support for this
very important bill, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I too rise in support of this legisla-
tion and want to commend the work of
Mrs. CAPPS and also Mr. KEVIN BRADY.

I would, at this time, yield to Mr.
BRADY as much time as he might con-
sume in support of this legislation, of
which he was one of the original spon-
sSors.

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Let me first
thank Mr. DEAL for his remarkable
leadership in shepherding this bill to
the floor. Without him championing it
through the Energy and Commerce
Committee along with Mrs. CAPPS, this
simply would not be happening. I want
to thank Mr. DEAL for his leadership on
behalf of many, many, many patients.

I would also like to take a brief mo-
ment to reflect on the loss of my friend
and one of pulmonary hypertension’s
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most important voices in Congress,
Tom Lantos. I know I speak for each
one of us here when I say that we have
dearly missed Tom’s passion for his
work and for the House of Representa-
tives.

As chairman of the House Foreign
Relations Committee, Tom was regu-
larly confronting some of the most
pressing challenges facing our country
in the world today. Nevertheless, it
was his work on PH that he routinely
cited the most important thing he was
doing in Congress.

As many of us know, Tom’s grand-
daughter, Charity, was diagnosed with
pulmonary hypertension several years
ago. Ever since he had been a tireless
advocates on behalf of PH patients and,
in my opinion, a large part of why we
have made so much progress over the
last decade.

Like Tom, my involvement with PH
is very personal. It is now more than a
decade since the daughter of my very
good friend, Jack Stibbs, was diagnosed
with PH. Jack’s daughter, Emily, was
only 5 when her parents noticed at a
community parade that she was strug-
gling to bicycle fast enough to keep up
with her friends. She always seemed
out of breath and struggled to climb
stairs. Doctors eventually diagnosed
her with pulmonary hypertension.

PH is a serious and often-fatal condi-
tion where the blood pressure in the
lungs rises to dangerously high levels.
In PH patients, the walls of the arte-
ries that take blood from the right side
of the heart to the lungs, thicken and
constrict. As a result, the right side of
the heart has to pump harder and hard-
er to move blood into the lungs, caus-
ing it to enlarge and ultimately fail.

PH can occur without a known cause
or be secondary to other conditions,
such as scleroderma, lupus, HIV, sickle
cell, and liver disease. Patients develop
symptoms that include shortness of
breath, fatigue, chest pain, dizziness
and fainting.

Unfortunately, these symptoms are
frequently misdiagnosed, leaving pa-
tients with the false impression that
they have a minor pulmonary or car-
diovascular condition. By the time
many patients receive an accurate di-
agnosis, the disease has progressed to a
late stage, making it impossible to re-
ceive a necessary heart or lung trans-
plant.

When Emily Stibbs was first diag-
nosed in 1977, the average survival rate
for PH patients was just 2% years.
There was only one FDA-approved
therapy at the time, and the best that
doctors could do was to make patients
comfortable as their condition deterio-
rated. To make matters worse, there is
very little research on PH being sup-
ported by the National Institutes of
Health.

Fortunately we have come a very
long way in a relatively short period of
time. There are now six FDA-approved
therapies for PH with many, many
more in the pipeline. People are living
longer with a better quality of life than
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ever before. Our Federal health care
agencies, including the National Insti-
tutes of Health, Centers for Disease
Control and Food and Drug Adminis-
tration are actively and aggressively
engaged in the fight against PH.

Those of us here on Capitol Hill are
more aware of this disease than ever
before. The 247 Representatives who co-
sponsored our PH bill in the last Con-
gress are testament to that fact. But
there is still more work that can and
must be done as pulmonary hyper-
tension afflicts over 100,000 Americans
and continues to strike women of
child-bearing age in growing numbers.

Representative Lois CAPPS has joined
me in introducing the bill before us
today, the Tom Lantos Pulmonary Hy-
pertension Research and Education
Act. This bill builds on what we have
already accomplished and further em-
phasizes the need for more research,
more training and more awareness.

Specifically, it urges the NIH to ag-
gressively pursue collaborative re-
search into better treatments and pro-
vides funding to increase physician and
public awareness of the disease to en-
sure early and accurate diagnoses. I am
proud of what we have done together
and believe that a cure for PH is just
around the corner, so long as we con-
tinue to keep the National Institutes of
Health and medical community fo-
cused.

On behalf of pulmonary hypertension
patients everywhere, I would like to
thank Representative LoIs CAPPS for
her leadership of this bill, Energy and
Commerce Chairman DINGELL, Ranking
Member JOE BARTON, Health Sub-
committee Chairman FRANK Pallone,
and, as I mentioned before, my dear
friend, NATHAN DEAL, again, whose
leadership was remarkable.

I conclude with this, over the last 10
years, we have decided that if I did
nothing else in Congress, I would find a
cure for this incurable disease.

I appreciate so much the Pulmonary
Hypertension Association, which has
raised, over the years, $10 million for
research and education; the chairman
of the association, Carl Hicks; its great
president, Rino Aldrighetti; Katie Kro-
ner and Gavin Lindberg, who have
spent many years advocating on behalf
of our patients in the association; Dr.
Elizabeth Nabel, director of the Na-
tional Heart, Lung and Blood Institute,
who helped start the first Centers of
Excellence for PH at the National In-
stitutes of Health; and finally the staff
of the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee, including Jessica McNiece,
Aarti Shaw, Brandon Clark, and Ryan
Long.

It takes a collaborative effort to
tackle a disease like this. We are mak-
ing progress, and I am eternally grate-
ful for their support.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the sponsor of the
legislation, the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. CAPPS).

Mrs. CAPPS. I thank the chairman of
our Health subcommittee for recog-
nizing me.
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Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 6568, for which I am proud to be
the lead Democratic sponsor.

I want to commend Congressman
KEVIN BRADY for his tireless work on
behalf of pulmonary hypertension
awareness over the last several years.
As the name of this legislation indi-
cates, our dear friend and former col-
league, Tom Lantos, was a champion of
working against this disease because of
a very personal connection, his lovely
granddaughter, Charity.

I am so proud that we could help the
Lantos family fulfill their goal of see-
ing this bill acted on during the 110th
Congress. I am sure that many of us
will remember forever the day that
Charity testified, that was in December
of 2005.

She testified before the Energy and
Commerce Committee. She so elo-
quently relayed to us the challenges of
getting properly diagnosed and then
adjusting to her daily complex routine
in order to cope with her illness at the
same time she pursued her musical ca-
reer.

Pulmonary hypertension is a very
rare disease, which is marked by in-
creased blood pressure in the pul-
monary artery, as has been described.
There are very few treatments avail-
able, and this legislation is aimed at
improving research and awareness
about the disease so that we can find
more effective treatments and, one
day, a cure.

I want to thank the Energy and Com-
merce majority and minority staff for
working hard to bring this bill up
today, for the ranking member of the
minority Health committee for insist-
ing that it come before us today, and
for the lead sponsor, again, KEVIN
BrADY, for his efforts on behalf of the
pulmonary hypertension community.

Of course, we thank the Lantos fam-
ily for their advocacy on behalf of pul-
monary hypertension, and the efforts
to ensure this bill’s passage in Tom
Lantos’ memory.

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I had the honor of chairing that
hearing that Mrs. CAPPS just referred
to back in 2005 in the Energy and Com-
merce Committee, Health Sub-
committee, in which we had the first
hearing on pulmonary hypertension.
The Honorable Tom Lantos’ grand-
daughter, Charity, did testify. She was
a compelling witness, and I think it is
altogether fitting that this legislation
be named in honor of her grandfather.

I want to thank Mrs. CAPPS and Mr.
BrADY and all the others who have
worked so hard on this legislation. As
Mr. BRADY pointed out, this is an ex-
cellent example of citizen advocates
who have taken this issue to heart and
who have literally pushed this all the
way. Without their support, we prob-
ably would not have been able to get
this legislation to the floor. I commend
all those who have had a hand in it.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, 1
have no further requests for time. I
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would ask that everyone support this
legislation, not only because of the
issue of pulmonary hypertension and
research and the need for it, but also as
a tribute to Representative Lantos.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 6568, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

ALS REGISTRY ACT

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
Senate bill (S. 1382) to amend the Pub-
lic Health Service Act to provide for
the establishment of an Amyotrophic
Lateral Sclerosis Registry.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The text of the Senate bill is as fol-
lows:

S. 1382

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“ALS Reg-
istry Act”’.

SEC. 2. AMENDMENT TO THE PUBLIC HEALTH
SERVICE ACT.

Part P of title III of the Public Health
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 280g et seq.) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following:

“SEC. 399R. AMYOTROPHIC LATERAL SCLEROSIS
REGISTRY.

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year
after the receipt of the report described in
subsection (b)(2)(A), the Secretary, acting
through the Director of the Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention, may, if sci-
entifically advisable—

‘““(A) develop a system to collect data on
amyotrophic lateral sclerosis (referred to in
this section as ‘ALS’) and other motor neu-
ron disorders that can be confused with ALS,
misdiagnosed as ALS, and in some cases
progress to ALS, including information with
respect to the incidence and prevalence of
the disease in the United States; and

‘“(B) establish a national registry for the
collection and storage of such data to de-
velop a population-based registry of cases in
the United States of ALS and other motor
neuron disorders that can be confused with
ALS, misdiagnosed as ALS, and in some
cases progress to ALS.

‘“(2) PURPOSE.—It is the purpose of the reg-
istry established under paragraph (1)(B) to—

‘““(A) better describe the incidence and
prevalence of ALS in the United States;

‘“(B) examine appropriate factors, such as
environmental and occupational, that may
be associated with the disease;

“(C) better outline key demographic fac-
tors (such as age, race or ethnicity, gender,
and family history of individuals who are di-
agnosed with the disease) associated with
the disease;

‘(D) better examine the connection be-
tween ALS and other motor neuron disorders
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that can be confused with ALS,
misdiagnosed as ALS, and in some cases
progress to ALS; and

‘““(E) other matters as recommended by the
Advisory Committee established under sub-
section (b).

“(b) ADVISORY COMMITTEE.—

‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 180
days after the date of the enactment of this
section, the Secretary, acting through the
Director of the Centers for Disease Control
and Prevention, may establish a committee
to be known as the Advisory Committee on
the National ALS Registry (referred to in
this section as the ‘Advisory Committee’).
The Advisory Committee shall be composed
of not more than 27 members to be appointed
by the Secretary, acting through the Centers
for Disease Control and Prevention, of
which—

‘“(A) two-thirds of such members shall rep-
resent governmental agencies—

‘(i) including at least one member rep-
resenting—

() the National Institutes of Health, to
include, upon the recommendation of the Di-
rector of the National Institutes of Health,
representatives from the National Institute
of Neurological Disorders and Stroke and the
National Institute of Environmental Health
Sciences;

‘“(IT) the Department of Veterans Affairs;

‘“(III) the Agency for Toxic Substances and
Disease Registry; and

‘“(IV) the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention; and

‘“(ii) of which at least one such member
shall be a clinician with expertise on ALS
and related diseases, an epidemiologist with
experience in data registries, a statistician,
an ethicist, and a privacy expert (relating to
the privacy regulations under the Health In-
surance Portability and Accountability Act
of 1996); and

‘(B) one-third of such members shall be
public members, including at least one mem-
ber representing—

‘(i) national and voluntary health associa-
tions;

‘“(ii) patients with ALS or their family
members;

¢‘(iii) clinicians with expertise on ALS and
related diseases;

‘“(iv) epidemiologists with experience in
data registries;

‘“(v) geneticists or experts in genetics who
have experience with the genetics of ALS or
other neurological diseases and

‘‘(vi) other individuals with an interest in
developing and maintaining the National
ALS Registry.

‘“(2) DuUTIES.—The Advisory Committee
may review information and make rec-
ommendations to the Secretary concerning—

‘“(A) the development and maintenance of
the National ALS Registry;

‘“(B) the type of information to be col-
lected and stored in the Registry;

‘“(C) the manner in which such data is to
be collected;

‘(D) the use and availability of such data
including guidelines for such use; and

‘“(E) the collection of information about
diseases and disorders that primarily affect
motor neurons that are considered essential
to furthering the study and cure of ALS.

‘“(3) REPORT.—Not later than 270 days after
the date on which the Advisory Committee is
established, the Advisory Committee may
submit a report to the Secretary concerning
the review conducted under paragraph (2)
that contains the recommendations of the
Advisory Committee with respect to the re-
sults of such review.

“(c) GRANTS.—The Secretary, acting
through the Director of the Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention, may award
grants to, and enter into contracts and coop-
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erative agreements with, public or private
nonprofit entities for the collection, anal-
ysis, and reporting of data on ALS and other
motor neuron disorders that can be confused
with ALS, misdiagnosed as ALS, and in some
cases progress to ALS after receiving the re-
port under subsection (b)(3).

¢“(d) COORDINATION WITH STATE, LOCAL, AND
FEDERAL REGISTRIES.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In establishing the Na-
tional ALS Registry under subsection (a),
the Secretary, acting through the Director
of the Centers for Disease Control and Pre-
vention, may—

‘“(A) identify, build upon, expand, and co-
ordinate among existing data and surveil-
lance systems, surveys, registries, and other
Federal public health and environmental in-
frastructure wherever possible, which may
include—

‘(i) any registry pilot projects previously
supported by the Centers for Disease Control
and Prevention;

‘‘(ii) the Department of Veterans Affairs
ALS Registry;

‘“(iii) the DNA and Cell Line Repository of
the National Institute of Neurological Dis-
orders and Stroke Human Genetics Resource
Center at the National Institutes of Health;

‘“(iv) Agency for Toxic Substances and Dis-
ease Registry studies, including studies con-
ducted in Illinois, Missouri, El Paso and San
Antonio, Texas, and Massachusetts;

‘(v) State-based ALS registries;

‘“(vi) the National Vital Statistics System;
and

‘‘(vii) any other existing or relevant data-
bases that collect or maintain information
on those motor neuron diseases rec-
ommended by the Advisory Committee es-
tablished in subsection (b); and

‘(B) provide for research access to ALS
data as recommended by the Advisory Com-
mittee established in subsection (b) to the
extent permitted by applicable statutes and
regulations and in a manner that protects
personal privacy consistent with applicable
privacy statutes and regulations.

‘“(2) COORDINATION WITH NIH AND DEPART-
MENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS.—Consistent with
applicable privacy statutes and regulations,
the Secretary may ensure that epidemiolog-
ical and other types of information obtained
under subsection (a) is made available to the
National Institutes of Health and the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs.

‘‘(e) DEFINITION.—For the purposes of this
section, the term ‘national voluntary health
association’ means a national non-profit or-
ganization with chapters or other affiliated
organizations in States throughout the
United States with experience serving the
population of individuals with ALS and have
demonstrated experience in ALS research,
care, and patient services.”’.

SEC. 3. REPORT ON REGISTRIES.

Not later than 18 months after the date of
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of
Health and Human Services may submit to
the appropriate committees of Congress a re-
port outlining—

(1) the registries currently under way;

(2) future planned registries;

(3) the criteria involved in determining
what registries to conduct, defer, or suspend;
and

(4) the scope of those registries.

The report may also include a description of
the activities the Secretary undertakes to
establish partnerships with research and pa-
tient advocacy communities to expand reg-
istries.

0 1630

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
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New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) and the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. TERRY)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the bill under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
S. 1382, the ALS Registry Act. ALS,
more commonly known as Lou Gehrig’s
disease, 1is a fatal, progressive
neurodegenerative disease affecting ap-
proximately 5,600 Americans each year.
It is estimated that as many as 30,000
Americans have ALS at any given
time, with an average life expectancy
of 2 to 5 years from time of diagnosis.

Today, no single national patient
registry collects and stores informa-
tion on the prevalence and incidence of
ALS.

The ALS Registry Act would create a
nationwide registry at the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention for
ALS and other related motor neuron
disorders. The patient registry would
collect data which is urgently needed
for ALS research, disease management,
and the development of standards of
care. This will allow us to make real
progress in better understanding ALS,
and to develop measures for preven-
tion, treatment, and eventually a cure
for this dreaded disease.

I would like to thank my dear friend
and colleague on the Energy and Com-
merce Committee Representative
ELioT ENGEL for his dedication to
bringing this bill before us today.
EL10T and I, along with NITA LOWEY,
started the same time in Congress,
which is about 20 years now. I remem-
ber when we had the hearing on this.
Mr. ENGEL is from New York and
talked a little about Lou Gehrig. I had
actually been to a Yankees’ game just
a few days before, and I saw so many
people wearing Lou Gehrig shirts, and I
was amazed after so many years that
that would still be the case.

On October 16 of last year, we over-
whelmingly passed the House com-
panion to S. 1382, and I strongly urge
us to pass this bill by the same margin.
Please join me in enacting this impor-
tant legislation.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. TERRY. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, as one of the co-
authors of this bill, I rise in support of
Senate 1382, or at least the House
version of this ALS Registry Act.

ALS, sometimes called Lou Gehrig’s
disease, is a rapidly progressive and in-
variably fatal neurological disease that
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attacks the nerve cells responsible for
controlling voluntary muscles. The dis-
ease belongs to a group of disorders
known as motor neuron diseases, which
are characterized by the gradual degen-
eration and death of motor neurons.

As many as 20,000 Americans have
ALS, and an estimated 5,000 people in
the United States are diagnosed with
the disease each year. ALS is one of
the most common neuromuscular dis-
eases worldwide, and people of all races
and ethnic backgrounds are affected.
ALS most commonly strikes people be-
tween 40 and 60 years of age, but
younger and older people also can de-
velop the disease.

Constituents suffering from what
used to be called Lou Gehrig’s disease
have been visiting Congress and asking
for help for years. The disease is bru-
tal, and I believe that establishing a
registry will help researchers cure
ALS. An ALS registry will serve as an
excellent resource for scientists.

I thank Mr. ENGEL and others like
Mr. DEAL who helped shepherd this
through our subcommittee and com-
mittee and in making sure that it got
here today.

Madam Speaker, I urge all Members
to support this legislation.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
yield 4 minutes to the sponsor of the
bill, the gentleman from New York
(Mr. ENGEL).

Mr. ENGEL. I thank my good friend,
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE), with whom I have worked so
closely during these past 20 years on so
many things, and he is doing a wonder-
ful job as chairman of our Health Sub-
committee on the Energy and Com-
merce Committee.

Madam Speaker, I am so proud that
through hard work and compromise
with the Senate, that today we will
take up a final version of the ALS Reg-
istry Act. The House has passed this
bill before. It was stuck in the Senate.
We finally have it shaken loose and it
is back with the Senate version which
we are proud to all support. Thanks to
this legislation, we will provide for the
creation and maintenance of a single,
nationwide ALS registry at the Centers
for Disease Control and Prevention.

Amyotrophic lateral sclerosis, ALS,
also known as Lou Gehrig’s disease, is
a fatal, progressive neurodegenerative
disease that affects motor nerve cells
in the brain and spinal cord. Approxi-
mately 5,600 people in the U.S. are di-
agnosed with ALS each year, and it is
estimated that as many as 30,000 Amer-
icans have the disease at any given
time. The average life expectancy for a
person with ALS is 2 to 5 years from
the time of diagnosis. The causes of
ALS are not well understood, and there
is no known cure.

I first became aware of this disease
through my grandmother. My father’s
mother was diagnosed with this dis-
ease. I was only 2% when she passed
away. As Mr. PALLONE mentioned, the
most famous person with this disease is
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Lou Gehrig. I come from the Bronx
where the Yankees play, and Yankee
Stadium just had its last game on Sun-
day evening. The clips that we saw
were from that famous speech that Lou
Gehrig made at Yankee Stadium. You
could hear the echoes reverberating,
saying that he felt he was the luckiest
man on the face of the Earth. And it is
fitting that today we pass this bill, just
a few days after Yankee Stadium where
Lou Gehrig toiled for so many years is
closing. This is a fitting tribute to Lou
Gehrig.

A single national patient registry
which collects and stores information
on the prevalence and incidence of ALS
does not exist in the United States
today, believe it or not, and that is
what this bill is going to change.

The establishment of a national reg-
istry will help identify the incidence
and prevalence of ALS and other motor
neuron disorders in the United States
and collect data which is urgently
needed for ALS research, disease man-
agement and the development of stand-
ards of care in order to significantly
enhance the Nation’s efforts to find a
treatment and cure for ALS.

I would like to thank Steve Gibson
and Pat Wildman of the ALS Associa-
tion for their partnership on this bill.
We have worked with them for so many
years, as well as William Garner of
Chairman DINGELL’s staff for his work
on this bill. I would also like to thank
John Ford, formerly of Chairman DIN-
GELL’s staff and Katherine Martin, for-
merly of Ranking Member BARTON’S
staff who worked so diligently on this
bill prior to its original House passage
in 2007.

I thank all my colleagues for it and
urge them to pass this bill. It has been
a long time coming, but it is finally
here.

Mr. TERRY. Madam Speaker, I have
no further speakers, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, 1
would just urge passage of this impor-
tant legislation relevant to ALS, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the Senate bill, S. 1382.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. TERRY. Madam Speaker, I ob-
ject to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.
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PRENATALLY AND POSTNATALLY
DIAGNOSED CONDITIONS AWARE-
NESS ACT

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
Senate bill (S. 1810) to amend the Pub-
lic Health Service Act to increase the
provision of scientifically sound infor-
mation and support services to pa-
tients receiving a positive test diag-
nosis for Down’s syndrome or other
prenatally and postnatally diagnosed
conditions.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The text of the Senate bill is as fol-
lows:

S. 1810

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Prenatally
and Postnatally Diagnosed Conditions
Awareness Act”.

SEC. 2. PURPOSES.

It is the purpose of this Act to—

(1) increase patient referrals to providers
of key support services for women who have
received a positive diagnosis for Down syn-
drome, or other prenatally or postnatally di-
agnosed conditions, as well as to provide up-
to-date information on the range of out-
comes for individuals living with the diag-
nosed condition, including physical, develop-
mental, educational, and psychosocial out-
comes;

(2) strengthen existing networks of support
through the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention, the Health Resources and Serv-
ices Administration, and other patient and
provider outreach programs; and

(3) ensure that patients receive up-to-date,
evidence-based information about the accu-
racy of the test.

SEC. 3. AMENDMENT TO THE PUBLIC HEALTH
SERVICE ACT.

Part P of title IIT of the Public Health
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 280g et seq.) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following:

“SEC. 399R. SUPPORT FOR PATIENTS RECEIVING
A POSITIVE DIAGNOSIS OF DOWN
SYNDROME OR OTHER PRENATALLY
OR POSTNATALLY DIAGNOSED CON-
DITIONS.

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) DOWN SYNDROME.—The term ‘Down
syndrome’ refers to a chromosomal disorder
caused by an error in cell division that re-
sults in the presence of an extra whole or
partial copy of chromosome 21.

‘(2) HEALTH CARE PROVIDER.—The term
‘health care provider’ means any person or
entity required by State or Federal law or
regulation to be licensed, registered, or cer-
tified to provide health care services, and
who is so licensed, registered, or certified.

¢(3) POSTNATALLY DIAGNOSED CONDITION.—

The term ‘postnatally diagnosed condition’

means any health condition identified during

the 12-month period beginning at birth.

‘(4) PRENATALLY DIAGNOSED CONDITION.—
The term ‘prenatally diagnosed condition’
means any fetal health condition identified
by prenatal genetic testing or prenatal
screening procedures.

‘‘(5) PRENATAL TEST.—The term ‘prenatal
test’ means diagnostic or screening tests of-
fered to pregnant women seeking routine
prenatal care that are administered on a re-
quired or recommended basis by a health
care provider based on medical history, fam-
ily background, ethnic background, previous
test results, or other risk factors.
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‘“(b) INFORMATION AND SUPPORT SERVICES.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, acting
through the Director of the National Insti-
tutes of Health, the Director of the Centers
for Disease Control and Prevention, or the
Administrator of the Health Resources and
Services Administration, may authorize and
oversee certain activities, including the
awarding of grants, contracts or cooperative
agreements to eligible entities, to—

‘“(A) collect, synthesize, and disseminate
current evidence-based information relating
to Down syndrome or other prenatally or
postnatally diagnosed conditions; and

‘“(B) coordinate the provision of, and ac-
cess to, new or existing supportive services
for patients receiving a positive diagnosis for
Down syndrome or other prenatally or
postnatally diagnosed conditions, includ-
ing—

‘“(i) the establishment of a resource tele-
phone hotline accessible to patients receiv-
ing a positive test result or to the parents of
newly diagnosed infants with Down syn-
drome and other diagnosed conditions;

‘(i) the expansion and further develop-
ment of the National Dissemination Center
for Children with Disabilities, so that such
Center can more effectively conduct out-
reach to new and expecting parents and pro-
vide them with up-to-date information on
the range of outcomes for individuals living
with the diagnosed condition, including
physical, developmental, educational, and
psychosocial outcomes;

‘(iii) the expansion and further develop-
ment of national and local peer-support pro-
grams, so that such programs can more ef-
fectively serve women who receive a positive
diagnosis for Down syndrome or other pre-
natal conditions or parents of infants with a
postnatally diagnosed condition;

‘“(iv) the establishment of a national reg-
istry, or network of local registries, of fami-
lies willing to adopt newborns with Down
syndrome or other prenatally or postnatally
diagnosed conditions, and links to adoption
agencies willing to place babies with Down
syndrome or other prenatally or postnatally
diagnosed conditions, with families willing
to adopt; and

‘“(v) the establishment of awareness and
education programs for health care providers
who provide, interpret, or inform parents of
the results of prenatal tests for Down syn-
drome or other prenatally or postnatally di-
agnosed conditions, to patients, consistent
with the purpose described in section 2(b)(1)
of the Prenatally and Postnatally Diagnosed
Conditions Awareness Act.

‘“(2) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—In this subsection,
the term ‘eligible entity’ means—

‘““(A) a State or a political subdivision of a
State;

‘(B) a consortium of 2 or more States or
political subdivisions of States;

‘(C) a territory;

‘(D) a health facility or program operated
by or pursuant to a contract with or grant
from the Indian Health Service; or

‘‘(E) any other entity with appropriate ex-
pertise in prenatally and postnatally diag-
nosed conditions (including nationally recog-
nized disability groups), as determined by
the Secretary.

‘“(3) DISTRIBUTION.—In distributing funds
under this subsection, the Secretary shall
place an emphasis on funding partnerships
between health care professional groups and
disability advocacy organizations.

“(c) PROVISION OF INFORMATION TO PRO-
VIDERS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A grantee under this sec-
tion shall make available to health care pro-
viders of parents who receive a prenatal or
postnatal diagnosis the following:

““(A) Up-to-date, evidence-based, written
information concerning the range of out-
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comes for individuals living with the diag-
nosed condition, including physical, develop-
mental, educational, and psychosocial out-
comes.

‘“(B) Contact information regarding sup-
port services, including information hotlines
specific to Down syndrome or other pre-
natally or postnatally diagnosed conditions,
resource centers or clearinghouses, national
and local peer support groups, and other edu-
cation and support programs as described in
subsection (b)(2).

‘(2) INFORMATIONAL REQUIREMENTS.—Infor-
mation provided under this subsection shall
be—

““(A) culturally and linguistically appro-
priate as needed by women receiving a posi-
tive prenatal diagnosis or the family of in-
fants receiving a postnatal diagnosis; and

‘(B) approved by the Secretary.

‘(d) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after
the date of enactment of this section, the
Government Accountability Office shall sub-
mit a report to Congress concerning the ef-
fectiveness of current healthcare and family
support programs serving as resources for
the families of children with disabilities.”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) and the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. DEAL) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the bill under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
S. 1810, the Prenatally and Postnatally
Diagnosed Condition Awareness Act,
legislation introduced by Senator
BROWNBACK.

Madam Speaker, this legislation
would ensure that pregnant women or
mothers of newborns with a prenatally
or postnatally diagnosed condition
have timely access to updated, sci-
entific information about the life ex-
pectancy, intellectual and functional
development and treatment options for
their child.

In addition, this legislation would
provide families with referrals to sup-
port services; improve our Nation’s epi-
demiological understanding of pre-
natally and postnatally diagnosed con-
ditions; and support health care pro-
viders to provide the results of pre-
natal or postnatal tests to patients.

I would like to once again thank all
of my colleagues, especially Mr. SEN-
SENBRENNER, the sponsor of the House
companion legislation, for all of their
hard work. I urge my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to support its
passage.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, at this time I would like to yield
such time she may consume to Rep-
resentative MCMORRIS Rodgers.
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Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Madam
Speaker, I rise in strong support of
Senate bill 1810, the Prenatally and
Postnatally Diagnosed Conditions
Awareness Act. I believe that this bill
is a positive step forward in helping
new and expecting parents of children
with special needs get accurate infor-
mation on the real potential of their
children. This sort of information is
critical at the time of diagnosis.

This legislation is very important to
me because I am the proud mother of
an amazing baby boy, Cole McMorris
Rodgers. Two years ago my life
changed when I found out I was expect-
ing my first child, and it changed even
more dramatically when Cole was born
a month early and he was diagnosed
with Down syndrome. Cole turned a
year old in April; and looking back on
the last year, I can’t imagine life with-
out him.

Everywhere I go, I have met people
who share their stories of being
touched by a loved one with special
needs. They always share with me the
positive impacts that this person has
had in their life. It has helped me see
just a glimpse of the amazing impact
that my son is going to have on our
lives as well as this world.

The bill we are considering today will
help parents who either receive news
that their child may be born with a ge-
netic disorder or some other abnor-
mality, or a child that has been diag-
nosed from birth up until 12 months of
age, with current and reliable informa-
tion about the many services and sup-
port networks available.

When new and expecting parents are
told that their child will have some
kind of genetic disorder, it is a very
difficult and sometimes an over-
whelming experience. And yet a study
by Louis Harris and Associates found
that medical professionals are more
likely than any other group to under-
estimate the quality of life experienced
by people with disabilities.

This situation is not due to a lack of
will by parent support groups or dis-
ability advocacy groups. These organi-
zations have tried countless ways to
reach out to parents who have received
a prenatal diagnosis. Unfortunately,
many geneticists and OB-GYNs believe
that parents of children with these
conditions and adults living with these
conditions are biased.

Specifically, this bill provides for the
establishment of a resource telephone
hotline, a Web site, and the expansion
of the leading information clearing-
house on disabilities so that it can
more effectively provide parents with
accurate and up-to-date information on
their child’s condition, along with the
available resources and services.

I applaud the work of Senators
BROWNBACK and KENNEDY for their
great work on this important bill.
Their commitment to the disability
community is commendable, and I urge
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to
join me in support of S. 1810.

Madam Speaker, | rise today in strong sup-
port for S. 1810, the Prenatally and
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Postnatally Diagnosed Conditions Awareness
Act. | believe this bill is a positive step forward
in helping new and expecting parents of chil-
dren with special needs get accurate informa-
tion on the real potential of their children. This
sort of information is critical at the time of di-
agnosis.

This legislation is very important to me be-
cause | am the proud mother of an amazing
baby boy—Cole McMorris Rodgers. Two years
ago, my life changed when | found out | was
expecting my first child. It changed even more
drastically when Cole was born a month early
and was diagnosed with Down syndrome.
Cole turned 1 year old at the end of April, and
looking back on the last year, | can’t imagine
my life without him.

Everywhere | go, I've met people who share
their stories about a loved one who has spe-
cial needs and they always share with me the
positive impact that this person had in their
life. It has helped me see a glimpse of the
amazing impact my son is going to have on
our lives and in this world.

Because of my personal experiences with
my son Cole, | have made it my personal goal
to increase awareness of the capabilities,
value, and worth of people with disabilities. |
am committed to helping families and individ-
uals with disabilities have an opportunity to
lead full, happy and productive lives.

Today, because of the advances in tech-
nology, we offer diagnosis for Down syndrome
prenatally and soon we will be able to diag-
nose other genetic disorders and diseases
prenatally. The question is every person in
America is, “what are we going to do with this
information and help parents when they re-
ceive the news of a diagnosis?”

The bill we are considering today will help
parents who either receive the news that their
child may be born with a disability, or their
child has been diagnosed from birth up until
12 months of age, with current and reliable in-
formation about the many services and sup-
port networks available. This is a distressing
and confusing time for parents of special chil-
dren and it is so important for them to know
that they are not alone, others have struggled
with the same questions, and answers are
available.

When new or expecting parents are told that
their child will have a disability it is a very dif-
ficult and sometimes overwhelming experi-
ence. And yet, a study by Louis Harris and
Associates found that medical professionals
are more likely than any other group to under-
estimate the quality of life experienced by peo-
ple with disabilities.

This situation is not due to a lack of will by
the parent support groups and disability advo-
cacy groups. These organizations have tried
countless ways to reach out to parents who
have received prenatal diagnoses of various
conditions. Unfortunately, many geneticists
and OB-GYNs believe that the parents of chil-
dren with these conditions and the adults liv-
ing with these conditions are biased.

Specifically, this bill provides for the estab-
lishment of a resource telephone hotline, a
Web site, and the expansion of the leading in-
formation clearinghouse on disability, so that it
can more effectively provide parents with ac-
curate, up-to-date information on their child’s
condition along with available resources and
services. S. 1810 also provides for the expan-
sion and development of national and local
parent support programs, so that they can
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more effectively reach out to new parents. In
addition, this bill establishes a national registry
of parents willing to adopt children with these
disabilities. Finally, it establishes awareness
and education programs for health care pro-
viders who give parents the results of these
tests.

| applaud the work of Senators BROWNBACK
and KENNEDY for their great work on this im-
portant bill. Their commitment to the disability
community is commendable. | urge my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to join me
in support of passage of S. 1810, the Pre-
natally and Postnatally Diagnosed Conditions
Awareness Act. | hope that this bill will provide
these parents with the information and support
they so desperately need during a critical time.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. RYAN).

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I thank the gen-
tleman for the opportunity.

I am proud to have joined as the lead
Democratic cosponsor with the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSEN-
BRENNER) on the House version of this
legislation. I would like to thank Mr.
SENSENBRENNER, Senator BROWNBACK,
and Senator KENNEDY for their leader-
ship in moving this bill.

Last year, Congresswoman DELAURO
and I introduced legislation called Re-
ducing the Need for Abortions and Sup-
porting Parents Act which contains a
provision similar to what is in this bill
before us now.

What this bill does is make a com-
mitment to new and expectant mothers
whose child receives a diagnosis for
Down syndrome or other prenatally or
postnatally diagnosed conditions. Soci-
ety will be there, and it tells them that
society will be there to support you.
We will bring every resource to bear to
ensure that you are able to raise a
beautiful baby.

Never should a pregnant woman feel
that her options are limited by a lack
of public support for the types of social
services that could help her, her fam-
ily, and her baby.
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The sad reality, Madam Speaker, is
that over 90 percent of pregnancies
with a diagnosis of Down Syndrome are
aborted. This should not and need not
be the case. We have not done enough
to help these women and their families.
We must do more to get them the sup-
port they need, the support they de-
serve, and this bill is a crucial step in
that direction.

Lastly, I would like to thank Speak-
er PELOSI, Minority Leader BOEHNER
and my friends on the other side of the
aisle for working together to get this
common ground legislation passed.

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I am pleased to yield to one of the
leaders on this subject matter here in
the House, the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER).

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam
Speaker, I'm pleased that the House is
considering Senate 1810, the Prenatally
and Postnatally Diagnosed Conditions
Awareness Act. This bill would ensure
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that families who receive a diagnosis of
Down Syndrome or any other condi-
tion, prenatally or up to a year after
birth, receive information, referrals
and support in a number of ways.

I first introduced the House com-
panion bill in 2005. Research has indi-
cated that when parents are confronted
with a complex prenatal test result in-
dicating their child may be born with a
level of disability, they’re not receiv-
ing comprehensive information regard-
ing the accuracy of the test, nor are
they receiving up-to-date information
regarding life expectancy, develop-
mental potential or quality of life of
individuals with these disabilities.

Mothers of children born with Down
Syndrome have reported that doctors
did not tell them about the potential of
people with Down Syndrome, nor did
they feel like they received contact in-
formation for parent support groups.
This is unfortunate, particularly in
light of mothers reporting that the
shortcomings were happening at an
emotional time.

This Act will require health care pro-
viders who deliver a positive test diag-
nosis to also deliver referrals to key
support services in the community, as
well as up-to-date science-based infor-
mation about the life expectancy, de-
velopmental potential and treatment
options for individuals with prenatally
diagnosable conditions. The accuracy
and integrity of this information is of
the utmost importance.

Patients would be provided with sup-
port through the Centers for Disease
Control patient and provider outreach
programs. A hot line and Web site for
newly diagnosed patients would be es-
tablished, and peer support groups and
network would be formed to provide
personal support.

My wife, Cheryl, has a sister living
with Down Syndrome. I have witnessed
firsthand what a wonderful and capable
woman my sister-in-law has become.
Tara Rae Warren completed her high
school education, is financially inde-
pendent, and lectures to students of
special education on the challenges of
the disability. Cheryl’s family has al-
ways been there for her, and we have
worked through the challenges by hav-
ing a positive support structure.

My hope is that all families with di-
agnosed children can gain access to
positive current information and the
network of supportive families. In-
formed decision-making is better for
everyone involved.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
support of this important bill.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
have no further speakers, and I yield
back the balance of my time and ask
that everyone support this legislation.

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I urge my colleagues to join us in
taking this very first important step of
dealing with the care and the quality
of care for individuals who suffer from
Down Syndrome and for their families.
I urge the adoption of this legislation.

I yield back the balance of my time.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the Senate bill, S. 1810.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the Senate
bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

POISON CENTER SUPPORT, EN-
HANCEMENT, AND AWARENESS
ACT OF 2008

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
Senate bill (S. 2932) to amend the Pub-
lic Health Service Act to reauthorize
the poison center national toll-free
number, national media campaign, and
grant program to provide assistance for
poison prevention, sustain the funding
of poison centers, and enhance the pub-
lic health of people of the United
States.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The text of the Senate bill is as fol-
lows:

S. 2932

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Poison Cen-
ter Support, Enhancement, and Awareness
Act of 2008”.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress makes the following findings:

(1) Poison control centers are the primary
defense of the United States against injury
and deaths from poisoning. Twenty-four
hours a day, the general public as well as
health care practitioners contact their local
poison control centers for help in diagnosing
and treating victims of poisoning. In 2007,
more than 4,000,000 calls were managed by
poison control centers providing ready and
direct access for all people of the United
States, including many underserved popu-
lations in the United States, with vital
emergency public health information and re-
sponse.

(2) Poisoning is the second most common
form of unintentional death in the United
States. In any given year, there will be be-
tween 3,000,000 and 5,000,000 poison exposures.
Sixty percent of these exposures will involve
children under the age of 6 who are exposed
to toxins in their home. Poisoning accounts
for 285,000 hospitalizations, 1,200,000 days of
acute hospital care, and more than 26,000 fa-
talities in 2005.

(3) In 2008, the Harvard Injury Control Re-
search Center reported that poisonings from
accidents and unknown circumstances more
than tripled in rate since 1990. In 2005, the
last year for which data are available, 26,858
people died from accidental or unknown
poisonings. This represents an increase of
20,000 since 1990 and an increase of 2,400 be-
tween 2004 and 2005. Fatalities from poi-
soning are increasing in the United States in
near epidemic proportions. The funding of
programs to reverse this trend is needed now
more than ever.

(4) In 2004, The Institute of Medicine of the
National Academy of Sciences recommended
that ‘“‘Congress should amend the current
Poison Control Center Enhancement and
Awareness Act Amendments of 2003 to pro-
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vide sufficient funding to support the pro-
posed Poison Prevention and Control System
with its national network of poison centers.
Support for the core activities at the current
level of service is estimated to require more
than $100 million annually.”.

(5) Sustaining the funding structure and
increasing accessibility to poison control
centers will promote the utilization of poi-
son control centers and reduce the inappro-
priate use of emergency medical services and
other more costly health care services. The
2004 Institute of Medicine Report to Congress
determined that for every $1 invested in the
Nation’s poison control centers $7 of health
care costs are saved. In 2005, direct Federal
health care program savings totaled in ex-
cess of $525,000,000 as the result of poison
control center public health services.

(6) More than 30 percent of the cost savings
and financial benefits of the Nation’s net-
work of poison control centers are realized
annually by Federal health care programs
(estimated to be more than $1,000,000,000),
yet Federal funding support (as dem-
onstrated by the annual authorization of
$30,100,000 in Public Law 108-194) comprises
less than 11 percent of the annual network
expenditures of poison centers.

(7) Real-time data collected from the Na-
tion’s certified poison control centers can be
an important source of information for the
detection, monitoring, and response for con-
tamination of the air, water, pharma-
ceutical, or food supply.

(8) In the event of a terrorist event, poison
control centers will be relied upon as a crit-
ical source for accurate medical information
and public health emergency response con-
cerning the treatment of patients who have
had an exposure to a chemical, radiological,
or biological agent.

SEC. 3. REAUTHORIZATION OF POISON CONTROL
CENTERS NATIONAL TOLL-FREE
NUMBER.

Section 1271 of the Public Health Service
Act (42 U.S.C. 300d-71) is amended to read as
follows:

“SEC. 1271. MAINTENANCE OF THE NATIONAL
TOLL-FREE NUMBER.

‘“‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-
vide coordination and assistance to poison
control centers for the establishment of a
nationwide toll-free phone number, and the
maintenance of such number, to be used to
access such centers.

“(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There 1is authorized to be appropriated
$2,000,000 for fiscal year 2009 to carry out this
section, and $700,000 for each of fiscal years
2010 through 2014 for the maintenance of the
nationwide toll free phone number under
subsection (a).”.

SEC. 4. REAUTHORIZATION OF NATIONWIDE
MEDIA CAMPAIGN TO PROMOTE POI-
SON CONTROL CENTER UTILIZA-
TION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1272 of the Public
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 3004-72) is
amended to read as follows:

“SEC. 1272. NATIONWIDE MEDIA CAMPAIGN TO
PROMOTE POISON CONTROL CEN-
TER UTILIZATION.

‘““(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall
carry out, and expand upon, a national
media campaign to educate the public and
health care providers about poison preven-
tion and the availability of poison control
center resources in local communities and to
conduct advertising campaigns concerning
the nationwide toll-free number established
under section 1271(a).

“(b) CONTRACT WITH ENTITY.—The Sec-
retary may carry out subsection (a) by en-
tering into contracts with one or more pub-
lic or private entities, including nationally
recognized organizations in the field of poi-
son control and national media firms, for the
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development and implementation of a na-
tionwide poison prevention and poison con-
trol center awareness campaign, which may
include—

‘(1) the development and distribution of
poison prevention and poison control center
awareness materials;

‘(2) television, radio, Internet, and news-
paper public service announcements; and

‘“(3) other activities to provide for public
and professional awareness and education.

‘‘(¢c) EVALUATION.—The Secretary shall—

‘(1) establish baseline measures and bench-
marks to quantitatively evaluate the impact
of the nationwide media campaign carried
out under this section; and

‘(2) on an annual basis, prepare and submit
to the appropriate committees of Congress,
an evaluation of the nationwide media cam-
paign.

“(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section, such sums as may be
necessary for fiscal year 2009, and $800,000 for
each of fiscal years 2010 through 2014.”".

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by this section shall be effective on the
date of the enactment of this Act and shall
apply to contracts entered into on or after
January 1, 2009.

SEC. 5. REAUTHORIZATION OF THE POISON CON-
TROL CENTER GRANT PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1273 of the Public
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 3004-73) is
amended to read as follows:

“SEC. 1273. MAINTENANCE OF THE POISON CON-
TROL CENTER GRANT PROGRAM.

‘(a) AUTHORIZATION OF PROGRAM.—The
Secretary shall award grants to poison con-
trol centers certified under subsection (c¢) (or
granted a waiver under subsection (d)) and
professional organizations in the field of poi-
son control for the purposes of preventing,
and providing treatment recommendations
for, poisonings and complying with the oper-
ational requirements needed to sustain the
certification of the center under subsection
().

*“(b) ADDITIONAL USES OF FUNDS.—In addi-
tion to the purposes described in subsection
(a), a poison center or professional organiza-
tion awarded a grant, contract, or coopera-
tive agreement under such subsection may
also use amounts received under such grant,
contract, or cooperative agreement—

‘(1) to establish and evaluate best prac-
tices in the United States for poison preven-
tion, poison control center outreach, and
emergency and preparedness programs;

‘“(2) to research, develop, implement, re-
vise, and communicate standard patient
management guidelines for commonly en-
countered toxic exposures;

‘“(3) to improve national toxic exposure
surveillance by enhancing cooperative ac-
tivities between poison control centers in
the United States and the Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention;

‘“(4) to develop, support, and enhance tech-
nology and capabilities of professional orga-
nizations in the field of poison control to col-
lect national poisoning, toxic occurrence,
and related public health data;

‘“(5) to develop initiatives to foster the en-
hanced public health utilization of national
poison data collected by organizations de-
scribed in paragraph (4);

‘(6) to support and expand the toxicologic
expertise within poison control centers; and

‘(T to improve the capacity of poison con-
trol centers to answer high volumes of calls
and respond during times of national crisis
or other public health emergencies.

‘‘(c) CERTIFICATION.—Except as provided in
subsection (d), the Secretary may award a
grant to a poison control center under sub-
section (a) only if—
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‘(1) the center has been certified by a pro-
fessional organization in the field of poison
control, and the Secretary has approved the
organization as having in effect standards
for certification that reasonably provide for
the protection of the public health with re-
spect to poisoning; or

‘“(2) the center has been certified by a
State government, and the Secretary has ap-
proved the State government as having in ef-
fect standards for certification that reason-
ably provide for the protection of the public
health with respect to poisoning.

“(d) WAIVER OF CERTIFICATION
MENTS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may grant
a waiver of the certification requirements of
subsection (c) with respect to a noncertified
poison control center that applies for a grant
under this section if such center can reason-
ably demonstrate that the center will obtain
such a certification within a reasonable pe-
riod of time as determined appropriate by
the Secretary.

‘“(2) RENEWAL.—The Secretary may renew
a waiver under paragraph (1).

‘“(3) LIMITATION.—In no case may the sum
of the number of years for a waiver under
paragraph (1) and a renewal under paragraph
(2) exceed 5 years. The preceding sentence
shall take effect as of the date of the enact-
ment of the Poison Center Support, En-
hancement, and Awareness Act of 2008.

“(e) SUPPLEMENT Not SUPPLANT.—
Amounts made available to a poison control
center under this section shall be used to
supplement and not supplant other Federal,
State or local funds provided for such center.

“(f) MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT.—A poison
control center, in utilizing the proceeds of a
grant under this section, shall maintain the
expenditures of the center for activities of
the center at a level that is not less than the
level of expenditures maintained by the cen-
ter for the fiscal year preceding the fiscal
yvear for which the grant is received.

“(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section, $27,500,000 for fiscal
year 2009, and $28,600,000 for each of fiscal
years 2010 through 2014. The Secretary may
utilize not to exceed 8 percent of the amount
appropriated under this preceding sentence
in each fiscal year for coordination, dissemi-
nation, technical assistance, program eval-
uation, data activities, and other program
administration functions that do not include
grants, contracts, or cooperative agreements
under subsections (a) and (b), which are de-
termined by the Secretary to be appropriate
for carrying out the program under this sec-
tion.”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by this section shall be effective as of
the date of the enactment of this Act and
shall apply to grants made on or after Janu-
ary 1, 2009.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) and the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. TERRY)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

REQUIRE-
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Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in strong sup-
port of S. 2932, the Poison Control Cen-
ter Support Enhancement and Aware-
ness Act sponsored by Senator PATTY
MURRAY of Washington.

I also want to thank my colleagues
on the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee, Mr. TOWNS and Mr. TERRY, who
have worked very hard on the House
companion legislation which they have
cosponsored.

Madam Speaker, Poison Control Cen-
ters are our Nation’s primary defense
against injury and deaths from poi-
soning. These centers are on call 24
hours a day to help providers and the
public with possible exposures to poi-
son.

In addition, poison centers provide
essential follow-up care, professional
health care provider education, nation-
wide data collection on poisoning, as
well as a number of other services.

Madam Speaker, these centers are of
tremendous value to our communities.
The bill would provide our Nation’s
Poison Control Centers with the nec-
essary funding to continue their impor-
tant mission.

I urge my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to offer their support.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. TERRY. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself as much time as I may con-
sume.

As the coauthor of the House version
of the Poison Center Support Enhance-
ment and Awareness Act, I rise in sup-
port of Senate 2932.

I'd also like to commend Senator
MURRAY and my fellow coauthor, Con-
gressman TOWNS, for their work on this
bill.

The Poison Center Support Enhance-
ment and Awareness Act of 2008 reau-
thorizes the Poison Control Center pro-
gram for an additional 5 years. Poison
Control Centers are medical facilities
that provide immediate, free and ex-
pert treatment advice and assistance in
case of exposure to poisonous or haz-
ardous substances.

As a parent of a young child, in fact,
three young children, I recognize how
important it is to be able to have the
entity like Poison Control Centers to
call in times of distress. I'm glad to see
that this program can continue offer-
ing its much needed services in our
local communities.

Madam Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this legislation.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the sponsor of the
legislation, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. TOWNS).

Mr. TOWNS. Thank you very much,
Chairman PALLONE, and, of course,
Congressman TERRY and Chairman
DINGELL and Ranking Member BARTON
and DEAL for their leadership on the
Poison Control Center measure.

Congressman LEE TERRY and I intro-
duced H.R. 5669, the Poison Center Sup-
port Enhancement and Awareness Act
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of 2008, which passed by greater than
300 votes on the House floor. The Sen-
ate modified the measure slightly, and
we now must pass the Senate version
and quickly get it to the President.

I again ask my colleagues to vote in
support of S. 2932. This bill saves many
lives. Especially children and seniors
have been saved by the Poison Control
Centers. Therefore, I encourage my col-
leagues to support this life-saving
amendment.

Mr. TERRY. Having no further
speakers, Madam Speaker, I yield back
the balance of our time.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
have no further requests. I urge sup-
port of the bill, and yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the Senate bill, S. 2932.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. TERRY. Madam Speaker, I ob-
ject to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

————

SUPPORTING THE GOALS AND
IDEALS OF TAY-SACHS AWARE-
NESS MONTH

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution (H. Res. 1333) supporting
the goals and ideals of Tay-Sachs
Awareness Month, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1333

Whereas Tay-Sachs disease is a rare, ge-
netic disorder that causes destruction of
nerve cells in the brain and spinal cord due
to the poor functioning of an enzyme called
beta-hexosaminidase A;

Whereas there is no proven treatment or
cure for Tay-Sachs disease, which is always
fatal in children;

Whereas the disorder was named after War-
ren Tay, an ophthalmologist from the United
Kingdom, and Bernard Sachs, a neurologist
from the United States, both of whom con-
tributed to the discovery of the disease in
1881 and 1887, respectively;

Whereas Tay-Sachs disease often affects
families with no prior history of the disease;

Whereas approximately 1 in 27 Ashkenazi
Jews, 1 in 30 Louisianan Cajuns, 1 in 30
French Canadians, 1 in 50 Irish Americans,
and 1 in every 250 people are carriers of Tay-
Sachs disease;

Whereas approximately 1,200,000 Americans
are carriers of Tay-Sachs disease;

Whereas these unaffected carriers of the
disease possess the recessive gene that can
trigger the disease in future generations;
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Whereas if both parents of a child are car-
riers of Tay-Sachs disease, there is a 1 in 4
chance that the child will develop Tay-Sachs
disease;

Whereas a blood test can determine if an
individual is a carrier of Tay-Sachs disease,
and those citizens who are members of high-
risk populations should consider being
screened; and

Whereas heightened awareness and contin-
ued research efforts are the best ways to find
a treatment for this horrific disease: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives supports the goals and ideals of Tay-
Sachs Awareness Month and encourages and
supports education and research efforts with
respect to Tay-Sachs disease.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) and the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. DEAL) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the reso-
lution under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
H. Res. 1333, Supporting the Goals and
Ideals of Tay-Sachs Awareness Month.

Tay-Sachs is a rare genetic disorder
that causes destruction of nerve cells
in the brain and spinal cord. It usually
develops in infants and leads to blind-
ness and paralysis before ultimately
giving way to death. Unfortunately,
there is presently no treatment or cure
for this disease.

The resolution before us today sup-
ports education and continued research
efforts to combat Tay-Sachs disease so
that one day we may find a cure.

I want to thank my colleague, Rep-
resentative ARCURI from New York, for
his work in raising this important
issue. I know this issue is close to his
heart and I want to express my grati-
tude to him.

I urge my colleagues to support this
important resolution.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I too rise in support of this legisla-
tion. Presently, there is no treatment
for Tay-Sachs disease. But I would like
to thank the National Institute of Neu-
rological Disorders and Stroke for
their efforts to reduce the burden of
neurological disease. They are part of
the National Institutes of Health, and
they conduct research on this par-
ticular disease in laboratories at NIH,
and also support additional research
through grants to major medical insti-
tutions across the country.

It is important for us to understand
and to become more aware of this par-
ticular problem, and that’s what this
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legislation seeks to do. I would urge its
support.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
New York (Mr. ARCURI).

Mr. ARCURI. Madam Speaker, I rise
today in strong support of House Reso-
lution 1333, which recognizes this Sep-
tember 2008 as Tay-Sachs Disease
Awareness Month. I am proud to co-
sponsor this resolution, and I commend
my friend from Ohio, Senator BROWN,
for spearheading a companion resolu-
tion in the Senate.

Tay-Sachs Disease is a progressive
neurological disorder for which there is
no treatment or cure. The most com-
mon form of it affects infants who ap-
pear healthy at birth and seem to de-
velop normally at first; but at around 6
months, symptoms of the disease begin
to appear. The baby gradually begins
to regress, losing the ability to crawl,
turn over, sit or reach out. Eventually,
as paralysis sets in, the child becomes
blind, deaf and unable to swallow.
Tragically, few infants born with Tay-
Sachs live past the age of 5.

This terrible disease appears most
often in families with no prior history
because the Tay-Sachs gene can be car-
ried through many generations without
being expressed. However, when two
carriers of the gene become parents,
there is a 1-in-4 chance that any child
they have may be born with the dis-
ease.

While about 1.2 million Americans
are carriers of the Tay-Sachs gene, cer-
tain populations are at much higher
risk. About 1 in 30 American Jews, 1 in
50 Irish Americans is a carrier. French
Canadians, Louisiana Cajuns, Pennsyl-
vania Dutch are high risk populations,
but all populations are at risk.

It’s easy to reduce this terrible dis-
ease like Tay-Sachs to statistics, but
there are real human stories behind
these statistics that must not be over-
looked. My wife’s son, Joey Deon, was
born a happy, healthy and all around
pleasant baby. There was no warning
he would be afflicted by this terrible
disease. But at the age of 1 he began to
show symptoms. His mother, like many
other parents of children with Tay-
Sachs, was forced to watch a once ac-
tive, healthy baby slowly lose his bod-
ily functions.

O 1700

God came to claim his angel in his
sleep one day before his 5th birthday.
Thankfully, he did not suffer as many
with this disease do suffer.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. PALLONE. I yield the gentleman
an additional 2 minutes.

Mr. ARCURI. He did not suffer, but
very often children afflicted with this
disease suffer badly before death.

Madam Speaker, a simple blood test
can identify carriers of the Tay-Sachs
gene before they have children. But
very few people, including those in
high-risk populations, are aware of its

The
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availability. This critical test can
identify carrier couples before a trag-
edy occurs. Raising awareness of this
terrible disease is important, but it is
critical that we also put the words into
actions.

Millions of Americans who suffer
from rare diseases like Tay-Sachs and
more common diseases like cancer
stand to benefit from an expanded Fed-
eral commitment to stem cell research.
We must also continue to increase
funding for the National Institutes of
Health. Federal support for cutting-
edge biomedical research will make
treatments and cures for diseases like
Tay-Sachs a reality.

I urge my colleagues to support
House Resolution 1333 and Tay-Sachs
Awareness Month.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
have no further speakers, and I would
urge support of the legislation.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1333, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion, as amended, was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

HEALTH CARE SAFETY NET ACT
OF 2008

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and concur
in the Senate amendment to the bill
(H.R. 1343) to amend the Public Health
Service Act to provide additional au-
thorizations of appropriations for the
health centers program under section
330 of such Act, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the Senate amendment is
as follows:

Senate amendment:

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Health Care
Safety Net Act of 2008”°.

SEC. 2. COMMUNITY HEALTH CENTERS PROGRAM
OF THE PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE
ACT.

(a) ADDITIONAL AUTHORIZATIONS OF APPRO-
PRIATIONS FOR THE HEALTH CENTERS PROGRAM
OF PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE AcT.—Section 330(r)
of the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C.
254b(r)) is amended by amending paragraph (1)
to read as follows:

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For the purpose of carrying
out this section, in addition to the amounts au-
thoriced to be appropriated under subsection
(d), there are authorized to be appropriated—

“(A) $2,065,000,000 for fiscal year 2008;

“(B) $2,313,000,000 for fiscal year 2009;

“(C) $2,602,000,000 for fiscal year 2010;

““(D) $2,940,000,000 for fiscal year 2011; and

“(E) $3,337,000,000 for fiscal year 2012.”.

(b) STUDIES RELATING TO COMMUNITY HEALTH
CENTERS.—

(1) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub-
section—

(A) the term ‘‘community health center’”
means a health center receiving assistance
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under section 330 of the Public Health Service
Act (42 U.S.C. 254b); and

(B) the term ‘“‘medically underserved popu-
lation”’ has the meaning given that term in such
section 330.

(2) SCHOOL-BASED HEALTH CENTER STUDY.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General of the United States shall issue a
study of the economic costs and benefits of
school-based health centers and the impact on
the health of students of these centers.

(B) CONTENT.—In conducting the study under
subparagraph (A), the Comptroller General of
the United States shall analyze—

(i) the impact that Federal funding could
have on the operation of school-based health
centers;

(ii) any cost savings to other Federal programs
derived from providing health services in school-
based health centers;

(iii) the effect on the Federal Budget and the
health of students of providing Federal funds to
school-based health centers and clinics, includ-
ing the result of providing disease prevention
and nutrition information;

(iv) the impact of access to health care from
school-based health centers in rural or under-
served areas; and

(v) other sources of Federal funding for
school-based health centers.

(3) HEALTH CARE QUALITY STUDY.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary
of Health and Human Services (referred to in
this Act as the ‘‘Secretary’’), acting through the
Administrator of the Health Resources and Serv-
ices Administration, and in collaboration with
the Agency for Healthcare Research and Qual-
ity, shall prepare and submit to the Committee
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions of
the Senate and the Committee on Energy and
Commerce of the House of Representatives a re-
port that describes agency efforts to expand and
accelerate quality improvement activities in
community health centers.

(B) CONTENT.—The report under subpara-
graph (A) shall focus on—

(i) Federal efforts, as of the date of enactment
of this Act, regarding health care quality in
community health centers, including quality
data collection, analysis, and reporting require-
ments;

(ii) identification of effective models for qual-
ity improvement in community health centers,
which may include models that—

(I) incorporate care coordination, disease
management, and other services demonstrated to
improve care;

(I1) are designed to address multiple, co-occur-
ring diseases and conditions;

(I11) improve access to providers through non-
traditional means, such as the use of remote
monitoring equipment;

(IV) target wvarious medically underserved
populations, including uninsured patient popu-
lations;

(V) increase access to specialty care, including
referrals and diagnostic testing; and

(VI) enhance the use of electronic health
records to improve quality;

(iii) efforts to determine how effective quality
improvement models may be adapted for imple-
mentation by community health centers that
vary by size, budget, staffing, services offered,
populations served, and other characteristics de-
termined appropriate by the Secretary;

(iv) types of technical assistance and re-
sources provided to community health centers
that may facilitate the implementation of qual-
ity improvement interventions;

(v) proposed or adopted methodologies for
community health center evaluations of quality
improvement interventions, including any devel-
opment of nmew measures that are tailored to
safety-net, community-based providers;

(vi) successful strategies for sustaining quality
improvement interventions in the long-term; and
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(vii) partnerships with other Federal agencies
and private organizations or networks as appro-
priate, to enhance health care quality in com-
munity health centers.

(C) DISSEMINATION.—The Administrator of the
Health Resources and Services Administration
shall establish a formal mechanism or mecha-
nisms for the ongoing dissemination of agency
initiatives, best practices, and other information
that may assist health care quality improvement
efforts in community health centers.

(4) GAO STUDY ON INTEGRATED HEALTH SYS-
TEMS MODEL FOR THE DELIVERY OF HEALTH CARE
SERVICES TO MEDICALLY UNDERSERVED AND UNIN-
SURED POPULATIONS.—

(A) STtuDY.—The Comptroller General of the
United States shall conduct a study on inte-
grated health system models of at least 15 sites
for the delivery of health care services to medi-
cally underserved and uninsured populations.
The study shall include an examination of—

(i) health care delivery models sponsored by
public or private non-profit entities that—

(I) integrate primary, specialty, and acute
care; and

(II) serve medically underserved and unin-
sured populations; and

(ii) such models in rural and urban areas.

(B) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after the
date of the enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General of the United States shall submit
to Congress a report on the study conducted
under subparagraph (A). The report shall in-
clude—

(i) an evaluation of the models, as described
in subparagraph (A), in—

(I) expanding access to primary, preventive,
and specialty services for medically underserved
and uninsured populations; and

(11) improving care coordination and health
outcomes;

(I1I) increasing efficiency in the delivery of
quality health care; and

(IV) conducting some combination of the fol-
lowing services—

(aa) outreach activities;

(bb) case management and patient navigation
services;

(cc) chronic care management;

(dd) transportation to health care facilities;

(ee) development of provider networks and
other innovative models to engage local physi-
cians and other providers to serve the medically
underserved within a community;

(ff) recruitment, training, and compensation
of necessary personnel;

(99) acquisition of technology for the purpose
of coordinating care;

(hh) improvements to provider communication,
including implementation of shared information
systems or shared clinical systems;

(ii) determination of eligibility for Federal,
State, and local programs that provide, or fi-
nancially support the provision of, medical, so-
cial, housing, educational, or other related serv-
ices;

(j7) development of prevention and disease
management tools and processes;

(kk) translation services;

(11) development and implementation of eval-
uation measures and processes to assess patient
outcomes;

(mm) integration of primary care and mental
health services; and

(nn) carrying out other activities that may be
appropriate to a community and that would in-
crease access by the uninsured to health care,
such as access initiatives for which private enti-
ties provide non-Federal contributions to sup-
plement the Federal funds provided through the
grants for the initiatives; and

(i) an assessment of—

(I) challenges, including barriers to Federal
programs, encountered by such entities in pro-
viding care to medically underserved and unin-
sured populations; and

(II) advantages and disadvantages of such
models compared to other models of care deliv-
ery for medically underserved and uninsured
populations, including—
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(aa) quality measurement and quality out-
comes;

(bb) administrative efficiencies; and

(cc) geographic distribution of federally-sup-
ported clinics compared to geographic distribu-
tion of integrated health systems.

(5) GAO STUDY ON VOLUNTEER ENHANCE-
MENT.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 6 months
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Comptroller General of the United States shall
conduct a study, and submit a report to Con-
gress, concerning the implications of extending
Federal Tort Claims Act (chapter 171 of title 28,
United States Code) coverage to health care pro-
fessionals who volunteer to furnish care to pa-
tients of health centers.

(B) CONTENT.—In conducting the study under
subparagraph (A), the Comptroller General of
the United States shall analyze—

(i) the potential financial implications for the
Federal Government of such an extension, in-
cluding any increased funding needed for cur-
rent health center Federal Tort Claims Act cov-
erage;

(ii) an estimate of the increase in the number
of health care professionals at health centers,
and what types of such professionals would
most likely volunteer given the extension of Fed-
eral Tort Claims Act coverage;

(iii) the increase in services provided by
health centers as a result of such an increase in
health care professionals, and in particular the
effect of such action on the ability of health
centers to secure specialty and diagnostic serv-
ices needed by their uninsured and other pa-
tients;

(iv) the volume of patient workload at health
centers and how volunteer health care profes-
sionals may help address the patient volume;

(v) the most appropriate manner of extending
such coverage to volunteer health care profes-
sionals at health centers, including any poten-
tial difference from the mechanism currently
used for health care professional volunteers at
free clinics;

(vi) State laws that have been shown to en-
courage physicians and other health care pro-
viders to provide charity care as an agent of the
State; and

(vii) other policies, including legislative or
regulatory changes, that have the potential to
increase the number of volunteer health care
staff at health centers and the financial impli-
cations of such policies, including the cost sav-
ings associated with the ability to provide more
services in health centers rather than more ex-
pensive sites of care.

(c) RECOGNITION OF HIGH POVERTY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 330(c) of the Public
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 254b(c)) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new para-
graph:

““(3) RECOGNITION OF HIGH POVERTY.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—In making grants under
this subsection, the Secretary may recognize the
unique needs of high poverty areas.

‘“(B) HIGH POVERTY AREA DEFINED.—For pur-
poses of subparagraph (A), the term ‘high pov-
erty area’ means a catchment area which is es-
tablished in a manner that is consistent with the
factors in subsection (k)(3)(J), and the poverty
rate of which is greater than the national aver-
age poverty rate as determined by the Bureau of
the Census.”.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by paragraph (1) shall apply to grants made on
or after January 1, 2009.

SEC. 3. NATIONAL HEALTH SERVICE CORPS.

(a) FUNDING.—

(1) REAUTHORIZATION OF NATIONAL HEALTH
SERVICE CORPS PROGRAM.—Section 338(a) of the
Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 254k(a)) is
amended by striking ‘2002 through 2006 and
inserting ‘2008 through 2012°°.

(2) SCHOLARSHIP AND LOAN REPAYMENT PRO-
GRAMS.—Subsection (a) of section 338H of such
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Act (42 U.S.C. 254q) is amended by striking ‘‘ap-
propriated $146,250,000° and all that follows
through the period and inserting the following:
“appropriated—

“(1) for fiscal year 2008, $131,500,000;

“(2) for fiscal year 2009, $143,335,000;

“(3) for fiscal year 2010, $156,235,150;

“(4) for fiscal year 2011, $170,296,310; and

“(5) for fiscal year 2012, $185,622,980..

(b) ELIMINATION OF 6-YEAR DEMONSTRATION
REQUIREMENT.—Section 332(a)(1) of the Public
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 254e(a)(1)) is
amended by striking ‘‘Not earlier than 6 years’
and all that follows through ‘‘purposes of this
section.”’.

(¢) ASSIGNMENT TO SHORTAGE AREA.—Section
333(a)(1)(D)(ii) of the Public Health Service Act
(42 U.S.C. 254f(a)(1)(D)(ii)) is amended—

(1) in subclause (IV), by striking “‘and’’;

(2) in subclause (V), by striking the period at
the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

“(VI) the entity demonstrates willingness to
support or facilitate mentorship, professional
development, and training opportunities for
Corps members.”’.

(d) PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT AND TRAIN-
ING.—Subsection (d) of section 336 of the Public
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 254h-1) is amend-
ed to read as follows:

““(d) PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT AND TRAIN-
ING.—

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall assist
Corps members in establishing and maintaining
professional relationships and development op-
portunities, including by—

““(A) establishing appropriate professional re-
lationships between the Corps member involved
and the health professions community of the ge-
ographic area with respect to which the member
is assigned;

““(B) establishing professional development,
training, and mentorship linkages between the
Corps member involved and the larger health
professions community, including through dis-
tance learning, direct mentorship, and develop-
ment and implementation of training modules
designed to meet the educational needs of offsite
Corps members;

“(C) establishing professional
among Corps members; or

“(D) engaging in other professional develop-
ment, mentorship, and training activities for
Corps members, at the discretion of the Sec-
retary.

““(2) ASSISTANCE IN ESTABLISHING PROFES-
SIONAL RELATIONSHIPS.—In providing such as-
sistance under paragraph (1), the Secretary
shall focus on establishing relationships with
hospitals, with academic medical centers and
health professions schools, with area health
education centers under section 751, with health
education and training centers under section
752, and with border health education and
training centers under such section 752. Such
assistance shall include assistance in obtaining
faculty appointments at health professions
schools.

“(3) SUPPLEMENT NOT SUPPLANT.—Such ef-
forts under this subsection shall supplement, not
supplant, non-government efforts by profes-
sional health provider societies to establish and
maintain professional relationships and devel-
opment opportunities.’’.

(e) ELIGIBILITY OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
AND TERRITORIES FOR THE STATE LOAN REPAY-
MENT PROGRAM.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 3381(h) of the Public
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 254q-1(h)) is
amended by striking ‘‘several States’ and in-
serting ‘50 States, the District of Columbia, the
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the United
States Virgin Islands, Guam, American Samoa,
Palaw, the Marshall Islands, and the Common-
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands’.

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—Sec-
tion 3381(i)(1) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 254q-1(i)(1))
is amended by striking 2002’ and all that fol-
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lows through the period and inserting ‘2008,
and such sums as may be necessary for each of
fiscal years 2009 through 2012.”.

SEC. 4. REAUTHORIZATION OF RURAL HEALTH
CARE PROGRAMS.

Section 330A(j) of the Public Health Service
Act (42 U.S.C. 254c(j)) is amended by striking
‘840,000,000 and all that follows through the
period and inserting ‘345,000,000 for each of fis-
cal years 2008 through 2012.”°.

SEC. 5. REAUTHORIZATION OF PRIMARY DENTAL
HEALTH WORKFORCE PROGRAMS.

Section 340G(f) of the Public Health Service
Act (42 U.S.C. 2569(f)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘$50,000,000° and inserting
“$25,000,000”’; and

(2) by striking ‘2002’ and inserting ‘‘2008”°.

SEC. 6. EMERGENCY RESPONSE COORDINATION
OF PRIMARY CARE PROVIDERS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle B of title XXVIII of
the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 300hh—
10 et seq.) is amended by adding at the end the
following:

“SEC. 2815. EMERGENCY RESPONSE COORDINA-
TION OF PRIMARY CARE PROVIDERS.

““The Secretary, acting through Administrator
of the Health Resources and Services Adminis-
tration, and in coordination with the Assistant
Secretary for Preparedness and Response, shall

‘““(1) provide guidance and technical assist-
ance to health centers funded under section 330
and to State and local health departments and
emergency managers to integrate health centers
into State and local emergency response plans
and to better meet the primary care needs of
populations served by health centers during
public health emergencies; and

“(2) encourage employees at health centers
funded under section 330 to participate in emer-
gency medical response programs including the
National Disaster Medical System authorized in
section 2812, the Volunteer Medical Reserve
Corps authorized in section 2813, and the Emer-
gency System for Advance Registration of
Health Professions Volunteers authorized in sec-
tion 3191.”.

(b) SENSE OF THE CONGRESS.—It is the Sense of
Congress that the Secretary of Health and
Human Services, to the extent permitted by law,
utilize the existing authority provided under the
Federal Tort Claims Act for health centers fund-
ed under section 330 of the Public Health Service
Act (42 U.S.C. 254b) in order to establish expe-
dited procedures under which such health cen-
ters and their health care professionals that
have been deemed eligible for Federal Tort
Claims Act coverage are able to respond prompt-
ly in a coordinated manner and on a temporary
basis to public health emergencies outside their
traditional service area and Sites, and across
State lines, as necessary and appropriate.

SEC. 7. REVISION OF THE TIMEFRAME FOR THE
RECOGNITION OF CERTAIN DES-
IGNATIONS IN CERTIFYING RURAL
HEALTH CLINICS UNDER THE MEDI-
CARE PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The second sentence of sec-
tion 1861(aa)(2) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1395x(aa)(2)) is amended by striking ‘‘3-
year period’’ and inserting ‘‘4-year period’’ in
the matter in clause (i) preceding subclause (I).

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by subsection (a) shall take effect on the date of
the enactment of this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) and the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. DEAL) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey.
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GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. GENE GREEN).

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I want to thank the chairman
of our Health Subcommittee of the En-
ergy and Commerce for his patience
with me over the last year and a half,
and I think I sometimes wear out my
welcome on hearings and on moving
this bill. I rise in strong support of
H.R. 1343, the Health Centers Renewal
Act of 2008.

I would first like to thank Senator
KENNEDY and Senator HATCH for spon-
soring and moving this reauthorization
through the Senate, and also our fellow
Energy and Commerce Committee
member CHIP PICKERING for his work
on this bill and his service to both his
State of Mississippi and our country.

The Community Health Centers Pro-
gram is one of the great health care
successes of our country. Forty years
after the program was first enacted at
the urging of President Lyndon John-
son, health centers are located in 6,000
sites in all 50 States and serve as the
medical home and family physician to
17 million people in medically under-
served areas nationally.

Community health centers have
helped fill the medical void for low-in-
come and uninsured individuals and in
2006, community health centers pro-
vided care for over 700,000 Texans. But
communities like my district in Hous-
ton are in dire need of more commu-
nity health centers. Houston has ap-
proximately 1 million uninsured, but
only 10 federally qualified health cen-
ters and is desperately in need of more
community health centers.

We are not the only district in the
country facing a medical crisis with
the uninsured and underinsured.

The Health Centers Renewal Act of
2008 will reauthorize the Health Cen-
ters Program and provide over $2 bil-
lion a year for health community cen-
ters throughout the United States.
This increased funding will allow more
medically underserved communities to
build new health centers, expand their
health centers, and provide more serv-
ices like dental and mental health
care. In fact, this bill would allow
health centers to expand their services
to over 22 million patients in the next
5 years, which is almost 50 percent
more than they serve today. That’s ex-
actly why every Member of this House
should support this bill.

Community health centers have dem-
onstrated time and again that if prop-
erly funded by Congress, they can meet
the Nation’s tremendous need for qual-
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ity, affordable health care. Community
health centers are a vital safety net for
the uninsured and underinsured in the
country. With nearly 40 million unin-
sured and a health care crisis in our
country right now, it would almost be
irresponsible for anyone to vote
against this bill.

I thank you for this time.

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I, too, rise in support of this legisla-
tion and would like to yield such time
as he may consume to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. TIM MURPHY)
who was one of the active members of
the Subcommittee on Health and Com-
merce from which this bill originally
came.

Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania. I
thank Ranking Member DEAL, also
Chairman PALLONE and Ranking Mem-
ber BARTON and Chairman DINGELL for
their work on this bill, but particularly
to Representative GENE GREEN, the co-
sponsor of this legislation, for his hard
work and commitment and also really
for the teamwork that he engineered
with the committee to work on this.

There are about 1,100 community
health centers that employ about 6,000
physicians. They provide critically af-
fordable primary care to more than 16
million people nationwide. It is impor-
tant to note when people toss about
numbers of the number of uninsured in
America, and many of those uninsured
are extra covered by Medicaid, many
by their private plans; but these 16 mil-
lion people we agree really are unin-
sured folks in America, and the com-
munity health centers are a place
where they can have a quality health
care home.

When we note that what happens
with community health centers, what
they provide in terms of primary care,
dental care, podiatry, mental health
care, and so many other areas that pro-
vide care, particularly in prenatal, it is
of great concern that there simply are
not enough physicians and other health
care providers to give that care.

The greatest vacancy rates are in
rural and inner city health centers
where their vacancy rates range be-
tween 19 and 29 percent of the current
workforce. These are shortages of phy-
sicians, nurse practitioners, physicians
assistants, midwives, dentists; and all
of those are open because the commu-
nity health centers simply do not have
the money to pay for all of those em-
ployees.

What I'm disappointed about in this
bill—and I know Congressman GREEN
worked very hard, as did Congressman
DEAL to keep this in here—is the idea
that we cannot let physicians volun-
teer at these centers. I know we’re all
jointly disappointed because the com-
munity health centers, if they were
able to have physicians volunteer at
these centers, they could be covered by
the Federal Torts Claim Act. Other-
wise, they have to rely on paying their
own malpractice insurance, which
could run tens of thousands, if not well
over $100,000, and community health
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centers cannot afford to cover that
cost. The legislation I offered would
have allowed Good Samaritan doctors
to volunteer their time helping those
in need.

We have to come back to this next
year because in the meantime, many
people without health insurance, or
who are underinsured, rely upon com-
munity health centers for a whole host
of their care. I look forward to working
with my House and Senate colleagues
in the future to ensure that legislation
allowing doctors, nurses, psychologists,
and other specialists to volunteer their
time at community health centers. We
must make that a law in order to pro-
vide care for so many people who need
it at, I might add, a very, very low
cost.

Again, I thank Chairman DINGELL,
Ranking Member BARTON, Chairman
PALLONE, Ranking Member DEAL, and
Representative GREEN for their hard
work on this bill. Their impassioned
teamwork to help provide care to those
most in need is to be applauded.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
will reserve my time.

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I have a speaker who will appear
shortly. He was here just a second ago.

In the meantime, I would use the
time to simply thank Mr. GREEN as the
lead sponsor of this legislation. He’s
done an excellent job. He did work
across party lines, and I thought we
had a good product that came out of
our Health Subcommittee and our en-
tire committee and came from the
floor of this House. I think it’s impor-
tant that we do that on bills of this na-
ture.

I would like to also thank, in addi-
tion to Mr. MURPHY who’s spoken on
the Volunteer Doctors provision, Ms.
DEGETTE who was interested in that as
well. Unfortunately, that provision,
along with a provision that Congress-
man BURGESS and Congressman STU-
PAK had for some alternative ways of
providing additional care under the
community health center model, which
we had included in our bill on the
House side, was not agreed to by our
colleagues across the way.

However, the legislation before us
today does require three GAO studies
to look at all of the issues which we
had originally addressed in the legisla-
tion that came from the House. Hope-
fully those GAO studies will confirm
the wisdom of the House of including
those provisions in the initial bill, and
I look forward to seeing the results of
those studies and perhaps our ability
to revisit this issue of community
health centers because I, too, believe
that one of the ways we can accomplish
greater access is to provide volunteer
doctors with Federal tort claims pro-
tections so that they can use their
services and their talents in commu-
nity health centers which have a very
difficult time attracting doctors in
many of the rural areas, in particular.

| rise today in support of H.R. 1343, the
“Health Centers Renewal Act,” a critical piece
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of legislation which will reauthorize Community
Health Centers and the National Health Serv-
ice Corps. Community Health Centers provide
a fundamental element of our healthcare deliv-
ery system in our nation, providing much
needed care for uninsured or under-insured in-
dividuals seeking very low cost healthcare
services. These centers have, and continue to,
impact communities across our country and
provide a critical safety net for care for thou-
sands of Americans every year. With nearly
47 million Americans living without health in-
surance, traditional pay-for services have be-
come prohibitively expensive for many. With
no remaining option for even the most basic
healthcare services, our emergency rooms are
being overwhelmed. Community Health Cen-
ters step in to fill that gap, relieving the strain
on hospital emergency rooms which cost exor-
bitantly more to operate and are pressed be-
yond capacity.

H.R. 1343 reauthorizes Community Health
Centers for five years while seeking to im-
prove the access to, and quality of, services
available under this program throughout the
nation. This legislation requires the Govern-
ment Accountability Office to conduct three
studies, all of which will evaluate mechanisms
through which the health center program can
do more for our communities. First, GAO will
evaluate the incorporation of integrated health
systems as a model for improving the access
to care for medically underserved populations.
Second, GAO will also study the effects of im-
plementing policies which would establish
school-based health centers. Finally, this legis-
lation will evaluate the potential benefits which
could be achieved by extending federal liability
protections to healthcare practitioners to en-
courage participation in Community Health
Centers, both in their community as well as
additional areas ravaged by hurricanes, earth-
quakes, floods, or other disaster situations. In
light of the devastation in the Gulf Coast re-
gion just a few years ago, our healthcare de-
livery system was put to the ultimate test.
Thousands upon thousands of victims were af-
fected. While physicians and other healthcare
professionals were ready and willing to answer
the call to serve, concerns regarding medical
liability turned them away from their call to
service. This is an apparent problem an Con-
gress must address this issue to avoid a re-
peat of this unfortunate situation in the future.

| believe this legislation represents a rea-
sonable compromise, reflecting the priorities of
the House, Senate, and healthcare industry,
and provides much-needed reauthorization to
this critical component of our nation’s
healthcare infrastructure. | would also like to
express my appreciation to the National Asso-
ciation of Community Health Centers for work-
ing so well with House and Senate staff in
order to craft this legislation before us today.
Again, | am pleased to see this legislation on
the floor today, and | encourage all of my col-
leagues to support this critical reauthorization
of Community Health Centers.

At this time, I would like to yield to
the gentleman from Mississippi, who is
a member of this committee, who also
has worked on this legislation, for such
time as he may consume, Mr. PICK-
ERING.

Mr. PICKERING. Thank you, Mr.
DEAL, the gentleman from Georgia. I
want to thank him for his leadership of
the subcommittee as the ranking mem-
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ber and previously as the chairman of
the subcommittee. I want to thank
Congressman GENE GREEN for his work
as we did work together in a bipartisan
fashion, all the committee staff.

As I come close to the end of my
service in Congress, I can think of no
better thing to go out on as the reau-
thorization, the expansion, and the
funding, and modernization of the com-
munity health centers for what they do
to create healthy communities and
strong communities and to help the
families most in need in our States and
districts back home and in small towns
and cities.

I know from Mississippi, community
health centers have made a tremendous
difference after Katrina and getting
those who were evacuated after a dis-
aster the help, but more importantly,
every day those mothers and the elder-
ly and the low income who otherwise
would not have the best care and af-
fordable, accessible means. Community
health centers have played a vital role
to my home State of Mississippi, and
I'm very proud to be a part of this re-
authorization and to see it done before
we leave this session.

I want to thank Mary Martha Henson
for her tremendous work on this, as
well as the other staff.

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. I have no fur-
ther speakers on the floor, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
yield 30 seconds to the gentleman from
Texas.

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I'm glad that we have a mem-
ber of our Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee in the chair, and this is a great
example of working together. I know
my colleagues, both from Mississippi
but also from Pennsylvania, we worked
on other issues in this bill, and I would
be more than happy to see what we can
do next Congress.

But this way, we have a reauthoriza-
tion of the community health centers,
and we can always improve on them
and look forward to working with them
again, bipartisan, across the aisle, be-
cause all of us look forward to expand-
ing health centers for our community.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
have no further requests for time. I
would urge my colleagues on both sides
of the aisle to support this critically
important measure that will help en-
sure that all Americans have access to
quality health care.

Mr. SHAYS. Madam Speaker, | strongly
support the Health Centers Renewal Act,
which will reauthorize the community health
center program for five years and increase the
program’s funding. This continues the strong
commitment we have shown to these centers
over the past five years.

During the last reauthorization, this Adminis-
tration has sought to double the amount of
people receiving care through community
health centers, from 10 million to 20 million.

Already, over 17 million individuals are re-
ceiving quality care, and half of these individ-
uals are uninsured. So of our 46 million unin-
sured, nearly 8 million are receiving care from
these centers.
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By preventing costly hospitalizations and re-
ducing the use of emergency care for routine
services, it is estimated community clinics
save the health care system over $6 billion
annually.

| strongly support passage of this legislation
so community health centers can continue
providing high-quality, cost-effective care. |
urge my colleagues to vote for this bill.

Mr. PALLONE. I yield back my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE) that the House suspend the
rules and concur in the Senate amend-
ment to the bill, H.R. 1343.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the Senate
amendment was concurred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

MAKING A TECHNICAL CORREC-
TION IN THE NET 911 IMPROVE-
MENT ACT OF 2008

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce be
discharged from further consideration
of the bill (H.R. 6946) to make a tech-
nical correction in the NET 911 Im-
provement Act of 2008, and ask for its
immediate consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 6946

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. TECHNICAL CORRECTION.

(a) AMENDMENT.—Section 6(c)(1)(C) of the
Wireless Communications and Public Safety
Act of 1999 47 U.S.C. 61ba-1(c)(1)(C)) is
amended by striking ‘‘paragraph (2)”’ and in-
serting ‘‘paragraph (3)”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by subsection (a) shall take effect as of
July 23, 2008, immediately after the enact-
ment of the NET 911 Improvement Act of
2008 (Public Law 110-283).

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

————
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on motions to suspend the
rules previously postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

H.R. 1014, de novo;

H.R. 6950, de novo;

H. Res. 1421, by the yeas and nays.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining
electronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.
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HEART FOR WOMEN ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
suspending the rules and passing the
bill, H.R. 1014, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1014, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I demand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 418, noes 4,
not voting 11, as follows:

[Roll No. 642]

AYES—418

Ackerman Cazayoux Foster
Aderholt Chabot Foxx
AKkin Chandler Franks (AZ)
Alexander Childers Frelinghuysen
Allen Clarke Gallegly
Altmire Clay Garrett (NJ)
Andrews Cleaver Gerlach
Arcuri Clyburn Giffords
Baca Coble Gilchrest
Bachmann Cohen Gillibrand
Bachus Cole (OK) Gohmert
Baird Conaway Gonzalez
Baldwin Conyers Goode
Barrett (SC) Cooper Goodlatte
Barrow Costa Gordon
Bartlett (MD) Costello Granger
Barton (TX) Courtney Graves
Bean Cramer Green, Al
Becerra Crenshaw Green, Gene
Berkley Crowley Grijalva
Berman Cuellar Gutierrez
Berry Culberson Hall (NY)
Biggert Cummings Hall (TX)
Bilbray Davis (AL) Hare
Bilirakis Davis (CA) Harman
Bishop (GA) Davis (IL) Hastings (FL)
Bishop (NY) Davis (KY) Hastings (WA)
Bishop (UT) Davis, Lincoln Hayes
Blackburn Davis, Tom Heller
Blumenauer Deal (GA) Hensarling
Blunt DeFazio Herger
Boehner DeGette Herseth Sandlin
Bonner Delahunt Higgins
Bono Mack DeLauro Hill
Boozman Dent Hinchey
Boren Diaz-Balart, L. Hinojosa
Boswell Diaz-Balart, M. Hirono
Boucher Dicks Hobson
Boustany Dingell Hodes
Boyd (FL) Doggett Hoekstra
Boyda (KS) Donnelly Holden
Brady (PA) Doolittle Holt
Brady (TX) Doyle Honda
Braley (IA) Drake Hooley
Brown (SC) Dreier Hoyer
Brown-Waite, Duncan Hulshof

Ginny Edwards (TX) Hunter
Buchanan Ehlers Inglis (SC)
Burgess Ellison Inslee
Burton (IN) Ellsworth Israel
Butterfield Emanuel Issa
Buyer Emerson Jackson (IL)
Calvert Engel Jackson-Lee
Camp (MI) English (PA) (TX)
Campbell (CA) Eshoo Jefferson
Cantor Etheridge Johnson (GA)
Capito Everett Johnson (IL)
Capps Fallin Johnson, E. B.
Capuano Farr Johnson, Sam
Cardoza Fattah Jones (NC)
Carnahan Feeney Jordan
Carney Ferguson Kagen
Carson Filner Kanjorski
Carter Forbes Kaptur
Castle Fortenberry Keller
Castor Fossella Kennedy

Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Knollenberg
Kucinich
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Lamborn
Lampson
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E

Lynch
Mack
Mahoney (FL)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul (TX)
McCollum (MN)
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
McNulty
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)

Broun (GA)
Flake

Abercrombie
Brown, Corrine
Cannon

Cubin

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members have 1% minutes

Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Pearce
Pence
Perlmutter
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Poe
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Richardson
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Sali
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Saxton
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schmidt
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano

NOES—4

Gingrey
Paul

Dayvis, David
Edwards (MD)
Frank (MA)
Lewis (KY)

remaining in this vote.

Mr. GINGREY changed his vote from
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“aye’ to “no.”
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Sessions
Sestak
Shadegg
Shays
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Sutton
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walberg
Walden (OR)
Walsh (NY)
Walz (MN)
Wamp
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch (VT)
Weldon (FL)
Weller
Westmoreland
Wexler
Whitfield (KY)
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (S0)
Wittman (VA)
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—11

Miller (FL)
Shuler
Simpson
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

STEPHANIE TUBBS JONES GIFT OF
LIFE MEDAL ACT OF 2008

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
suspending the rules and passing the
bill, H.R. 6950.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Wisconsin (Ms.
MOORE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 6950.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 420, nays 1,
not voting 12, as follows:

[Roll No. 643]

YEAS—420

Abercrombie Campbell (CA) Drake
Ackerman Cantor Dreier
Aderholt Capito Duncan
AKkin Capps Edwards (TX)
Alexander Capuano Ehlers
Allen Cardoza Ellison
Altmire Carnahan Ellsworth
Andrews Carney Emanuel
Arcuri Carson Emerson
Baca Carter Engel
Bachmann Castle English (PA)
Bachus Castor Eshoo
Baird Cazayoux Etheridge
Baldwin Chabot Everett
Barrett (SC) Chandler Fallin
Barrow Childers Farr
Bartlett (MD) Clarke Fattah
Barton (TX) Clay Feeney
Bean Cleaver Ferguson
Becerra Clyburn Filner
Berkley Coble Flake
Berman Cohen Forbes
Berry Cole (OK) Fortenberry
Biggert Conaway Fossella
Bilbray Conyers Foster
Bilirakis Cooper Foxx
Bishop (GA) Costa Franks (AZ)
Bishop (NY) Costello Frelinghuysen
Bishop (UT) Courtney Gallegly
Blackburn Cramer Garrett (NJ)
Blumenauer Crenshaw Gerlach
Blunt Crowley Giffords
Boehner Cuellar Gilchrest
Bonner Culberson Gillibrand
Bono Mack Cummings Gingrey
Boozman Davis (AL) Gohmert
Boren Davis (CA) Gonzalez
Boswell Dayvis (IL) Goode
Boucher Davis (KY) Goodlatte
Boustany Davis, Lincoln Gordon
Boyd (FL) Davis, Tom Granger
Boyda (KS) Deal (GA) Graves
Brady (PA) DeFazio Green, Al
Brady (TX) DeGette Green, Gene
Braley (IA) Delahunt Grijalva
Broun (GA) DeLauro Gutierrez
Brown (SC) Dent Hall (NY)
Brown-Waite, Diaz-Balart, L. Hall (TX)

Ginny Diaz-Balart, M. Hare
Buchanan Dicks Harman
Burgess Dingell Hastings (FL)
Burton (IN) Doggett Hastings (WA)
Butterfield Donnelly Hayes
Calvert Doolittle Heller
Camp (MI) Doyle Hensarling
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Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hobson
Hodes
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Inglis (SC)
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jordan
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Knollenberg
Kucinich
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Lamborn
Lampson
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Mahoney (FL)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul (TX)
McCollum (MN)
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott

Brown, Corrine
Buyer

Cannon

Cubin

McGovern
McHenry
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
McNulty
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Pearce
Pence
Perlmutter
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Poe
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Richardson
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WD)
Salazar
Sali

NAYS—1
Paul

Dayvis, David
Edwards (MD)
Frank (MA)
Lewis (KY)
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Sanchez, Linda
T

Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Saxton
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schmidt
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sestak
Shadegg
Shays
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Sutton
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walberg
Walden (OR)
Walz (MN)
Wamp
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch (VT)
Weldon (FL)
Weller
Westmoreland
Wexler
Whitfield (KY)
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman (VA)
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—12

Miller (FL)
Shuler
Simpson
Walsh (NY)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members have 2 minutes re-
maining in this vote.
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida. Madam
Speaker, on rollcall No. 642, had | been
present, | would have voted “aye.” On rollcall
No. 643, | would have voted “yea.”

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland. Madam
Speaker, on rollcall No. 642, had | been
present, | would have voted “aye.” On rollcall
No. 643, | would have voted “yea.”

———

SOLEMNLY COMMEMORATING THE
26TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
TRAGIC OCTOBER 1983 TER-
RORIST BOMBING OF THE
UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
BARRACKS IN BEIRUT, LEBANON

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution, H. Res. 1421, as amend-
ed, on which the yeas and nays were or-
dered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Kansas (Mrs.
BoyDA) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1421, as amended.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 414, nays 0,
not voting 19, as follows:

[Roll No. 644]
YEAS—414

Abercrombie Bishop (NY) Buyer
Ackerman Bishop (UT) Calvert
Aderholt Blackburn Camp (MI)
AKkin Blumenauer Campbell (CA)
Alexander Blunt Cantor
Allen Boehner Capito
Altmire Bonner Capuano
Andrews Bono Mack Cardoza
Arcuri Boozman Carnahan
Baca Boren Carney
Bachmann Boswell Carson
Bachus Boucher Carter
Baird Boustany Castle
Baldwin Boyd (FL) Castor
Barrett (SC) Boyda (KS) Cazayoux
Barrow Brady (PA) Chabot
Bartlett (MD) Brady (TX) Chandler
Barton (TX) Braley (IA) Childers
Bean Broun (GA) Clarke
Becerra Brown (SC) Clay
Berkley Brown, Corrine Cleaver
Berman Brown-Waite, Clyburn
Berry Ginny Coble
Biggert Buchanan Cohen
Bilbray Burgess Cole (OK)
Bilirakis Burton (IN) Conaway
Bishop (GA) Butterfield Conyers

Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Cramer
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (KY)
Davis, Lincoln
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly
Doolittle
Doyle

Drake
Dreier
Duncan
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emanuel
Emerson
Engel
English (PA)
Eshoo
Etheridge
Everett
Fallin

Farr

Fattah
Feeney
Ferguson
Filner

Flake
Forbes
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foster

Foxx

Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Giffords
Gilchrest
Gillibrand
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Granger
Graves
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Hall (NY)
Hall (TX)
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Heller
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins

Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Hoekstra
Holden

Holt

Honda
Hooley
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
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Inglis (SC)
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jordan
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline (MN)
Knollenberg
Kucinich
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Lamborn
Lampson
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Mahoney (FL)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul (TX)
McCollum (MN)
McCotter
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
McNulty
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick

Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pearce
Pence
Perlmutter
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Poe
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Richardson
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Sali
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Saxton
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schmidt
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sestak
Shadegg
Shays
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Space
Spratt
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Sutton
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
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Taylor Visclosky Weller

Terry Walberg Westmoreland

Thompson (CA) Walden (OR) Wexler

Thompson (MS)  Walz (MN) Whitfield (KY)

Thornberry Wamp Wilson (NM)

Tiahrt Wasserman Wilson (OH)

Tiberi Schultz Wilson (SC)

Towns Waters Wittman (VA)

Tsongas Watson Wolf

Turner Watt Woolsey

Udall (CO) Waxman Wu

Udall (NM) Weiner Yarmuth

Upton Welch (VT) Young (AK)

Van Hollen Weldon (FL) Young (FL)
NOT VOTING—19

Cannon Hensarling Speier

Capps Hobson Stark

Cubin Klein (FL) Tierney

Davis, David Lewis (KY) Velazquez

Dicks Miller (FL) Walsh (NY)

Gingrey Shuler

Gutierrez Simpson

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members have 2 minutes re-
maining in this vote.

O 1801

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
resolution, as amended, was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

—————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on additional motions to suspend
the rules on which a recorded vote or
the yeas and nays are ordered, or on
which the vote is objected to under
clause 6 of rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken tomorrow.

———
TRAVEL PROMOTION ACT OF 2008

Mr. RUSH. Madam Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3232) to establish a non-profit
corporation to communicate United
States entry policies and otherwise
promote tourist, business, and schol-
arly travel to the United States, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3232

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the “Travel Promotion Act of 2008".

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.

Sec. 2. The Corporation for Travel Pro-
motion.

Sec. 3. Accountability measures.

Sec. 4. Matching public and private funding.

Sec. 5. Travel Promotion Fund fees.

Sec. 6. Investment of Funds.

Sec. 7. Prohibition on use of funds.

Sec. 8. Amendments to the International
Travel Act of 1961.

Sec. 9. Definitions.

Sec. 10. G.A.O. study

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

SEC. 2. THE CORPORATION FOR TRAVEL PRO-
MOTION.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Corporation for
Travel Promotion is established as a non-
profit corporation. The Corporation shall not
be an agency or establishment of the United
States Government. The Corporation shall
be subject to the provisions of the District of
Columbia Nonprofit Corporation Act (sec. 29—
301.01 et seq., D.C. Official Code), to the ex-
tent that such provisions are consistent with
this section, and shall have the powers con-
ferred upon a nonprofit corporation by that
Act to carry out its purposes and activities.

(b) BOARD OF DIRECTORS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall
have a board of directors of 15 members, ap-
pointed by the Secretary of Commerce, but
not before consultation with the Secretaries
of Homeland Security, State, and Education,
as appropriate, each of whom is a United
States citizen, and of whom—

(A) one shall have appropriate expertise
and experience in the hotel accommodations
sector;

(B) one shall have appropriate expertise
and experience in the restaurant sector;

(C) one shall have appropriate expertise
and experience in the retail sector, or in as-
sociations representing that sector;

(D) one shall have appropriate expertise
and experience in the small business sector,
or in associations representing that sector;

(E) one shall have appropriate expertise
and experience in the advertising sector;

(F) one shall have appropriate expertise
and experience in the attractions sector;

(G) one shall have appropriate expertise
and experience in the recreation sector;

(H) one shall have appropriate expertise
and experience in the research, development,
or manufacturing sector;

(I) one shall have appropriate expertise and
experience in the financial services sector;

(J) one shall have appropriate expertise
and experience in the passenger air sector;

(K) one shall have appropriate expertise
and experience in the car rental sector;

(L) one shall have appropriate expertise
and experience as an official at the state and
municipal level, or in associations of such of-
ficials;

(M) one shall have appropriate expertise
and experience in the higher education sec-
tor and in coordinating international schol-
arly conferences in the United States;

(N) one shall have appropriate expertise
and experience in immigration law and pol-
icy, including visa requirements and United
States entry procedures; and

(O) one shall have appropriate expertise in
matters relating to homeland security pol-
icy, including border and travel security and
facilitation programs.

(2) INCORPORATION.—The members of the
initial board of directors shall serve as
incorporators and shall take whatever ac-
tions are necessary to establish the Corpora-
tion under the District of Columbia Non-
profit Corporation Act (sec. 29-301.01 et seq.).

(3) TERM OF OFFICE.—The term of office of
each member of the board appointed by the
Secretary shall be 3 years, except that, of
the members first appointed—

(A) 3 shall be appointed for terms of 1 year;

(B) 4 shall be appointed for terms of 2
years; and

(C) 4 shall be appointed for terms of 3
years.

(4) VACANCIES.—Any vacancy in the board
shall not affect its power, but shall be filled
in the manner required by this section. Any
member whose term has expired may serve
until the member’s successor has taken of-
fice, or until the end of the calendar year in
which the member’s term has expired, which-
ever is earlier. Any member appointed to fill
a vacancy occurring prior to the expiration
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of the term for which that member’s prede-
cessor was appointed shall be appointed for
the remainder of the predecessor’s term. No
member of the board shall be eligible to
serve more than 2 consecutive full terms.

(5) ELECTION OF CHAIRMAN AND VICE CHAIR-
MAN.—Members of the board shall annually
elect one of their members to be chairman
and elect 1 or more of their members as a
vice chairman or vice chairmen.

(6) STATUS AS FEDERAL EMPLOYEES.—Not-
withstanding any provision of law to the
contrary, no member of the board may be
considered to be a Federal employee of the
United States by virtue of his or her service
as a member of the board.

(7) COMPENSATION; EXPENSES.—No member
of the board shall receive any compensation
from the Federal Government or the Cor-
poration by virtue of his or her service as a
member of the board. Each member of the
board shall be paid actual travel expenses
and per diem in lieu of subsistence expenses
when away from his or her usual place of res-
idence, in accordance with section 5703 of
title 5, United States Code.

(¢) OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall
have a President, and such other officers as
may be named and appointed by the board
for terms and at rates of compensation fixed
by the board. No individual other than a cit-
izen of the United States may be an officer of
the Corporation. The corporation may hire
and fix the compensation of such employees
as may be necessary to carry out its pur-
poses. No officer or employee of the Corpora-
tion may receive any salary or other com-
pensation (except for compensation for serv-
ices on boards of directors of other organiza-
tions that do not receive funds from the Cor-
poration, on committees of such boards, and
in similar activities for such organizations)
from any sources other than the Corporation
for services rendered during the period of his
or her employment by the Corporation. Serv-
ice by any officer on boards of directors of
other organizations, on committees of such
boards, and in similar activities for such or-
ganizations shall be subject to annual ad-
vance approval by the board and subject to
the provisions of the Corporation’s State-
ment of Ethical Conduct. All officers and
employees shall serve at the pleasure of the
board.

(2) NONPOLITICAL NATURE OF APPOINT-
MENT.—No political test or qualification
shall be used in selecting, appointing, pro-
moting, or taking other personnel actions
with respect to officers, agents, or employees
of the Corporation.

(d) NONPROFIT AND NONPOLITICAL NATURE
OF CORPORATION.—

(1) STOCK.—The Corporation shall have no
power to issue any shares of stock, or to de-
clare or pay any dividends.

(2) PROFIT.—No part of the income or as-
sets of the Corporation shall inure to the
benefit of any director, officer, employee, or
any other individual except as salary or rea-
sonable compensation for services.

(3) PoriTics.—The Corporation may not
contribute to or otherwise support any polit-
ical party or candidate for elective public of-
fice.

(4) SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING LOBBYING
ACTIVITIES.—It is the sense of Congress that
the Corporation established under this Act
should not engage in any lobbying activities
with any employee or branch of the Federal
Government in favor of or in opposition to
any political issue.

(e) DUTIES AND POWERS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall de-
velop and execute a plan to—

(A) provide useful information to foreign
tourists, business people, students, scholars,
scientists and others interested in traveling



H9930

to the United States, including the distribu-
tion of material provided by the Federal
Government concerning entry requirements,
required documentation, fees, and processes,
to prospective travelers, travel agents, tour
operators, meeting planners, foreign govern-
ments, travel media and other international
stakeholders;

(B) identify and address perceptions in
other countries regarding United States
entry policies that tend to limit attempts to
travel to the United States;

(C) maximize the economic and diplomatic
benefits of travel to the United States by
promoting the United States of America to
world travelers through the use of, but not
limited to, all forms of advertising, outreach
to trade shows, and other appropriate pro-
motional activities; and

(D) identify opportunities and strategies to
promote tourism to rural and urban areas
equally.

(2) SPECIFIC POWERS.—In order to carry out
the purposes of this section, the Corporation
may—

(A) obtain grants from and make contracts
with individuals and private companies,
State, and Federal agencies, organizations,
and institutions;

(B) hire or accept the voluntary services of
consultants, experts, advisory boards, and
panels to aid the Corporation in carrying out
its purposes; and

(C) take such other actions as may be nec-
essary to accomplish the purposes set forth
in this section.

(f) OPEN MEETINGS.—Meetings of the board
of directors of the Corporation, including
any committee of the board, shall be open to
the public. The board may, by majority vote,
close any such meeting only for the time
necessary to preserve the confidentiality of
commercial or financial information that is
privileged or confidential, to discuss per-
sonnel matters, or to discuss legal matters
affecting the Corporation, including pending
or potential litigation.

(g) MAJOR CAMPAIGNS.—The board may not
authorize the Corporation to obligate or ex-
pend more than $25,000,000 on any advertising
campaign, promotion, or related effort un-
less—

(1) the obligation or expenditure is ap-
proved by an affirmative vote of at least 25 of
the members of the board present at the
meeting;

(2) at least 8 members of the board are
present at the meeting at which it is ap-
proved; and

(3) each member of the board has been
given at least 3 days advance notice of the
meeting at which the vote is to be taken and
the matters to be voted upon at that meet-
ing.
(h) FISCAL ACCOUNTABILITY.—

(1) F1sCcAL YEAR.—The Corporation shall es-
tablish as its fiscal year the 12-month period
beginning on October 1.

(2) BUDGET.—The Corporation shall adopt a
budget for each fiscal year.

(3) ANNUAL AUDITS.—The Corporation shall
engage an independent accounting firm to
conduct an annual financial audit of the Cor-
poration’s operations and shall publish the
results of the audit.

SEC. 3. ACCOUNTABILITY MEASURES.

(a) OBJECTIVES.—The Board shall establish
annual objectives for the Corporation for
each fiscal year subject to approval by the
Secretary, in consultation with the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security and the Sec-
retary of State. The Corporation shall estab-
lish a marketing plan for each fiscal year not
less than 60 days before the beginning of that
year and provide a copy of the plan, and any
revisions thereof, to the Secretary.

(b) BUDGET.—The board shall transmit a
copy of the Corporation’s budget for the
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forthcoming fiscal year to the Secretary not
less than 60 days before the beginning of
each fiscal year, together with an expla-
nation of any expenditure provided for by
the budget in excess of $5,000,000 for the fis-
cal year. The Corporation shall make a copy
of the budget and the explanation available
to the public and shall provide public access
to the budget and explanation on the Cor-
poration’s website.

(¢c) ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The
Corporation shall submit an annual report
for the preceding fiscal year to the Secretary
of Commerce and the Secretary of Homeland
Security for transmittal to Congress on or
before the 15th day of May of each year. The
report shall include—

(1) a comprehensive and detailed report of
the Corporation’s operations, activities, fi-
nancial condition, and accomplishments
under this Act;

(2) a comprehensive and detailed inventory
of amounts obligated or expended by the Cor-
poration during the preceding fiscal year;

(3) a detailed description of each in-kind
contribution, its fair market value, the indi-
vidual or organization responsible for con-
tributing, its specific use, and a justification
for its use within the context of the Corpora-
tion’s mission;

(4) an objective and quantifiable measure-
ment of its progress, on an objective-by-ob-
jective basis, in meeting the objectives es-
tablished by the board;

(5) an explanation of the reason for any
failure to achieve an objective established by
the board, and any revisions or alterations
to the Corporation’s objectives under sub-
section (a);

(6) a comprehensive and detailed report of
the Corporation’s operations and activities
to promote tourism in rural and urban areas;
and

(7) such recommendations as the Corpora-
tion deems appropriate.

SEC. 4. MATCHING PUBLIC AND PRIVATE FUND-
ING.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF TRAVEL PROMOTION
FuND.—There is hereby established in the
Treasury a fund which shall be known as the
“Travel Promotion Fund”.

(b) FUNDING.—

(1) FIRST YEAR.—For fiscal year 2009, the
Secretary of the Treasury, not earlier than
October 1, 2008, and not before the Secretary
has appointed all members of the Corpora-
tion’s board of directors, may transfer to the
Corporation such sums as may be necessary,
but not to exceed $10,000,000, subject to the
availability of appropriations to carry out
this section to cover its initial expenses and
activities under this Act. At the earliest
practicable date, the Corporation shall reim-
burse the Treasury any such amounts bor-
rowed from the Treasury, with at least 50
percent reimbursed before October 1, 2011,
and the remainder reimbursed before Octo-
ber 1, 2013. Reimbursement shall include in-
terest at a rate determined by the Treasury
taking into consideration current market
yields on outstanding Treasury securities of
comparable maturities and including any ad-
ditional charges determined by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to cover any probable
losses and reasonable administrative costs.
The Secretary of the Treasury shall deter-
mine and assess penalties to be applied for
late payments of principal or interest and
other Federal credit terms designed to mini-
mize Federal exposure to loss, consistent
with the Federal Credit Reform Act and
other applicable Federal credit policies.

(2) SUBSEQUENT YEARS.—For each of fiscal
years 2010 through 2013, from amounts depos-
ited in the general fund of the Treasury dur-
ing the preceding fiscal year from fees under
section 5, the Secretary of the Treasury shall
transfer not more than $100,000,000 to the
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Fund, which shall be made available to the
Corporation, subject to subsections (c¢), (d),
and (e), to carry out its functions under this
Act. Transfers shall be made by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury at least quarterly on
the basis of estimates by the Secretary of
the Treasury, determined in consultation
with the Board, of contributions made to the
Corporation by non-Federal sources, and
proper adjustments shall be made in
amounts subsequently transferred to the ex-
tent prior estimates were in excess or less
than actual contributions from non-Federal
sources.

(¢) MATCHING REQUIREMENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the
Treasury shall make available to the Cor-
poration from amounts available in the
Travel Promotion Fund—

(A) for fiscal year 2010, twice the amount
that will be collected from non-Federal
sources by the Corporation pursuant to sec-
tion 4(b)(2) of this Act and not to exceed
$100,000,000; and

(B) for subsequent fiscal years, an amount
equal to the amount that will be collected
from non-Federal sources by the Corporation
pursuant to section 4(b)(2) of this Act and
not to exceed $100,000,000.

(2) GOODS AND SERVICES.—For the purpose
of determining the amount of matching
funds, other than money, available to the
Corporation—

(A) the fair market value, as determined
by the Corporation, of goods and services (in-
cluding advertising) contributed to the Cor-
poration for use under this Act may be in-
cluded in the determination; but

(B) the fair market value of such goods and
services may not account for more than 65
percent of the matching requirement for the
Corporation in any fiscal year.

(3) RIGHT OF REFUSAL.—The Corporation
may decline to accept any contribution in
kind that it determines to be inappropriate,
not useful, or commercially worthless.

(d) GRANT OFFSET.—For a given fiscal year,
the Secretary of the Treasury shall reduce
the total amount of funding to be transferred
to the Corporation from the Travel Pro-
motion Fund by the amount of grants re-
ceived by the Corporation pursuant to sec-
tion 2(e)(2)(A) to be used during that fiscal
year.

(e) LIMITATION.—The Corporation shall not
expend funds or obligate to expend funds
that will exceed total amounts received by
the Corporation for a given fiscal year.

SEC. 5. TRAVEL PROMOTION FUND FEES.

Section 217(h)(3)(B) of the Immigration and
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1187(h)(3)(B)) is
amended—

(1) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘; and”’ and in-
serting a semicolon;

(2) in clause (ii), by striking the period and
inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(iii) set for an amount that includes an
additional amount of not less than $10 above
the amount set under clause (i).

The additional amount required under clause
(iii) shall be transferred to the Treasury for
the purpose of offsetting appropriations
made to the Corporation for Travel Pro-
motion established in section 2 of the Travel
Promotion Act of 2008, according to the re-
quirements of section 4 of such Act. Such ad-
ditional amount may be reduced if the sec-
retary of the Treasury determines that the
additional amount is not necessary to ensure
that the Corporation is fully funded.”.

SEC. 6. INVESTMENT OF FUNDS.

Pending disbursement pursuant to a pro-
gram, plan, or project, the Corporation may
invest funds received by the Corporation
only in obligations of the United States or
any agency thereof, in general obligations of
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any State or any political subdivision there-
of, in any interest-bearing account or certifi-
cate of deposit of a bank that is a member of
the Federal Reserve System, or in obliga-
tions fully guaranteed as to principal and in-
terest by the United States. The Secretary of
the Treasury shall reduce the total amount
of funding for a given fiscal year to be trans-
ferred from the Travel Promotion Fund to
the Corporation by the amount of interest
earned by the Corporation as a result of its
investments pursuant to this section for the
preceding fiscal year.

SEC. 7. PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS.

No funds raised by the Treasury Depart-
ment’s Travel Promotion Fund or the Cor-
poration for Travel Promotion may be used
to directly promote or advertise a specific
corporation.

SEC. 8. AMENDMENTS TO THE INTERNATIONAL
TRAVEL ACT OF 1961.

(a) POWERS AND DUTIES OF SECRETARY OF
COMMERCE.—Section 201 of the International
Travel Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2122) is amend-
ed—

(1) in the first sentence of the matter pre-
ceding paragraph (1)—

(A) by striking ‘‘and by the United States
National Tourism Organization Act of 1996”’;
and

(B) by striking ‘“‘United States National
Tourism Organization’” and inserting ‘‘Cor-
poration for Travel Promotion (established
by section 3 of the Travel Promotion Act of
2008)"’;

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘United
States National Tourism Organization” and
inserting ‘‘Corporation for Travel Pro-
motion’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:
““Such plan may not include a comprehensive
international advertising campaign relating
to critical tourism functions.”.

(b) TOURISM PoLICY COUNCIL.—

(1) MEMBERSHIP.—Subsection (b) of section
301 of the International Travel Act of 1961 (22
U.S.C. 2124) is amended—

(A) by striking paragraphs (8) through (10);

(B) by redesignating paragraph (11) as
paragraph (13);

(C) by inserting after paragraph (7) the fol-
lowing new paragraphs:

‘“(8) The Secretary of Homeland Security.

‘“(9) The Commissioner of U.S. Customs
and Border Protection of the Department of
Homeland Security.

‘“(10) The Assistant Secretary of U.S. Cus-
toms and Immigration Enforcement of the
Department of Homeland Security.

‘(11) The Secretary of Education.’”’; and

(D) in paragraph (13) (as redesignated by
subparagraph (B) of this paragraph), by in-
serting ‘‘, in consultation with other mem-
bers of the Council” at the end before the pe-
riod.

(2) MEETINGS.—Subsection (d) of such sec-
tion is amended to read as follows:

¢“(d) The Council shall meet not less than 2
times a year. For the purposes of conducting
business, each member of the Council may
appoint a designee to represent such member
during one or more meetings of the Coun-
cil.”.

(3) INVOLVEMENT OF FEDERAL AGENCIES AND
DEPARTMENTS.—Subsection (e) of such sec-
tion is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

‘“(4) Members of the Council shall provide
the Corporation for Travel Promotion with
timely information regarding documentation
and procedures required for admission to the
United States and regarding strategies
planned by any Federal department or agen-
cy to promote travel to the United States for
tourism, business, study, scholarship, sci-
entific exchange, or other purposes, so that
the Corporation for Travel Promotion may
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better conduct its communications and pro-
motion activities.”.

(4) ANNUAL REPORT.—Subsection (g)(3) of
such section is amended by striking ‘‘United
States National Tourism Organization’ and
inserting ‘‘Corporation for Travel Pro-
motion”.

() APPLICABILITY OF FEDERAL ADVISORY
COMMITTEE ACT.—Subsection (h) of such sec-
tion is amended by striking ‘‘President of
the United States National Tourism Organi-
zation” and inserting ‘‘President of the Cor-
poration for Travel Promotion™.

(¢c) REPEAL OF AUTHORITIES RELATING TO
THE UNITED STATES TRAVEL AND TOURISM
PROMOTION ADVISORY BOARD.—Section 210 of
the Department of Commerce and Related
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2003 (contained
in title II of division B of Public Law 108-7;
117 Stat. 78-79; 22 U.S.C. 2122 note) is amend-
ed—

(1) by striking subsections (b) through (d);
and

(2) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub-
section (b).

SEC. 9. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act, the following definitions apply:

(1) BOARD.—The term ‘‘Board’” means the
board of directors of the Corporation.

(2) CORPORATION.—The term ‘‘Corporation”’
means the Corporation for Travel Promotion
established by section 2.

(3) FuND.—The term ‘“Fund” means the
Travel Promotion Fund established by sec-
tion 4.

(4) SECRETARY.—Except as otherwise ex-
pressly provided, the term ‘‘Secretary”
means the Secretary of Commerce.

SEC. 10. G.A.O. STUDY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Government Accountability Office shall ini-
tiate a study to assess barriers to entry into
the United States by foreign travelers. The
GAO shall consult with the Department of
Homeland Security, including U.S. Immigra-
tion and Customs Enforcement and Customs
and Border Protection, the Department of
Commerce, and the Department of the Treas-
ury, as necessary.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of this Act, the GAO
shall report the findings to the appropriate
Congressional committees. The report shall
include—

(1) the GAO’s findings on specific barriers
to entry into the United States by foreign
travelers; and

(2) recommendations for initiatives that
may reduce those barriers.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. RUSH) and the gentleman
from Nebraska (Mr. TERRY) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. RUSH. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on the bill under
consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. RUSH. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, H.R. 3232, the Trav-
el Promotion Act, was introduced by
Mr. DELAHUNT and Mr. BLUNT and will
help spur the tourism industry in the

H9931

United States by creating a Corpora-
tion For Travel Promotion within the
Department of Commerce. This cor-
poration will be funded by private sec-
tor money and special user fees.

Madam Speaker, I urge the bill’s
adoption.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. TERRY. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 3232, the Travel Promotion Act of
2008. This legislation would establish
the Corporation for Travel Promotion
as a nonprofit corporation. The core
mission would be to promote tourism
in the United States and provide travel
information to people around the
world.

I am a cosponsor of the bill and sup-
port promoting the country’s tourism
industry. Spending by international
travelers while in this country is de-
fined as a U.S. export, and many have
said that it is strong U.S. export num-
bers that have kept the economy grow-
ing over the last few quarters, despite
a slowdown in other parts of the econ-
omy and the huge problems that have
presented themselves in the financial
markets.

Streamlining travel and tourism pro-
motion through a not-for-profit cor-
poration that does not require tax